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House of Representatives 
The House met at 10 a.m. and was 

called to order by the Speaker. 

f 

PRAYER 

Bishop Miles Fowler, Big Miller 
Grove Missionary Baptist Church, 
Lithonia, Georgia, offered the fol-
lowing prayer: 

God of all creation, we humbly ap-
proach Thy throne asking that You 
bless this august body of men and 
women as they endeavor to create leg-
islation that will impact the lives of 
Your people. 

Lord, help these leaders to lean not 
to their own understanding but to ac-
knowledge You and seek Your guid-
ance, that You may direct their paths. 

We pray, Lord, that You give them 
the wisdom of Solomon, the strength of 
Sampson, the courage of Esther, and 
let these be tempered with Your grace. 

Finally, Lord, bless President 
Obama, his family, and all of the lead-
ers of this great Nation, in the match-
less name of Your Son, Jesus, the 
Christ. Amen. 

f 

THE JOURNAL 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has exam-
ined the Journal of the last day’s pro-
ceedings and announces to the House 
her approval thereof. 

Pursuant to clause 1, rule I, the Jour-
nal stands approved. 

f 

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 

The SPEAKER. Will the gentle-
woman from North Carolina (Ms. FOXX) 
come forward and lead the House in the 
Pledge of Allegiance. 

Ms. FOXX led the Pledge of Alle-
giance as follows: 

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the 
United States of America, and to the Repub-
lic for which it stands, one nation under God, 
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all. 

WELCOMING BISHOP MILES E. 
FOWLER 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, 
the gentleman from Georgia (Mr. JOHN-
SON) is recognized for 1 minute. 

There was no objection. 
Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia. Madam 

Speaker, it is my great honor to wel-
come our guest chaplain, Bishop Miles 
E. Fowler, to the House of Representa-
tives, and I thank him for offering his 
beautiful and thoughtful prayer to us 
this morning. 

Bishop Miles E. Fowler joins us today 
from Lithonia, Georgia, where he is the 
pastor of Big Miller Grove Missionary 
Baptist Church, a position he has 
proudly held for the past 33 years. 

Having served our Nation in the Air 
Force Reserve from 1957 to 1965, Bishop 
Fowler has since committed his life to 
the betterment of our country and its 
citizens through his ministry. As a pas-
tor to more than 1,500 parishioners and 
a spiritual leader to more than 30 min-
isters under the auspices of Refuge 
Churches, his aim, personally and 
through his ministry, has always been 
to provide aid, assistance, and spiritual 
support in every aspect of our commu-
nity. 

As a committed husband, father, and 
grandfather—and his wife and some rel-
atives are seated up in the gallery— 
Bishop Fowler recognizes the impor-
tance of family and has published two 
insightful works providing spiritual 
guidance for married couples. 

Madam Speaker, I am pleased Bishop 
Fowler was able to share some of his 
words of wisdom and grace with us 
today. We recognize him for his contin-
ued commitment to his faith and com-
munity. 

f 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will enter-
tain up to 10 further requests for 1- 
minute speeches on each side of the 
aisle. 

CONGRATULATING CHICAGO 
BLACKHAWKS ON WINNING THE 
STANLEY CUP 
(Mr. QUIGLEY asked and was given 

permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. QUIGLEY. Madam Speaker, you 
have no idea how much I’m going to 
enjoy this, but sometime late last 
night, Patrick Kane put the puck past 
a Philadelphia goaltender in overtime, 
and the Chicago Blackhawks became 
the Stanley Cup champions. Congratu-
lations to the team for their great sea-
son. Many of these players have played 
over 120 games this season, including 
the Olympics, to achieve their one 
goal. 

A special thanks to the owner of the 
Blackhawks, Rocky Wirtz—while hock-
ey never left Chicago, he brought it 
back—the management team of John 
McDonough, Jay Blunk, Stan and Scot-
ty Bowman, Coach Quenneville, and 
Dale Tallon. 

Madam Speaker, today for all of us, 
with apology, Chicago is my kind of 
town. 

f 

TIME FOR A BUDGET THAT PUTS 
TAXPAYERS FIRST 

(Ms. FOXX asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Ms. FOXX. Madam Speaker, the 2010 
Federal budget deficit will hit $1 tril-
lion this month, and we’ve also re-
cently learned that the Federal debt 
will reach $19.5 trillion by 2015. You’d 
think this would be a case for some 
real careful examination of the Federal 
budget. You’d think Congress would be 
looking everywhere for areas to trim 
and programs to cut. But that is not 
the case. It’s been almost 2 months 
since the deadline to introduce a budg-
et resolution passed, and House Demo-
crats still haven’t produced a budget. 
How are we going to get spending 
under control and bring down the def-
icit if Congress won’t even consider a 
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budget? Madam Speaker, it’s time for 
Congress to consider a budget, one that 
puts taxpayers, not big government, 
first. 

f 

CHECK THE DEBT 

(Mr. WILSON of Ohio asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute.) 

Mr. WILSON of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I 
share the concerns many Americans 
have about our country’s financial fu-
ture. I often hear from Ohioans who are 
worried about the financial burden we 
are leaving for the next generation. 
They want to know if there’s anything 
they can do to help. That is why yes-
terday I introduced the Check the Debt 
Act. 

This bill would add a ‘‘check the 
debt’’ box to our annual tax forms. 
This would allow individuals to con-
tribute $3 to help pay down the na-
tional debt, without adding to their tax 
bill. This option would be similar to 
the public financing of campaigns 
check, where a check the box is already 
available on tax forms. Nearly 33 mil-
lion people each year respond to public 
campaign financing without adding to 
their tax bill. This raises nearly $100 
million annually for campaign financ-
ing. 

That kind of money is a step in the 
right direction. It will enable and en-
courage Americans to lend a hand in 
paying down our debt. The $13 trillion 
debt our country has built up over the 
last several decades will not go away 
overnight, but we must start some-
where. 

f 

BULGARIA’S HISTORIC 
ANNIVERSARY 

(Mr. WILSON of South Carolina 
asked and was given permission to ad-
dress the House for 1 minute and to re-
vise and extend his remarks.) 

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. Mr. 
Speaker, 20 years ago today, I served as 
an election observer in Bulgaria on be-
half of the International Republican 
Institute, IRI. It was a life-changing 
dream come true for me to experience 
firsthand the birth of liberty in a cap-
tive nation which had been subjected 
for decades to Nazism and Communism. 
As a lifelong Cold Warrior, I always 
promoted victory over Communism. 

On June 10, 1990, the people of Bul-
garia participated in the first free elec-
tions since the 1930s. It was inspiring to 
visit polling places in the Plovdiv re-
gion and witness the young and old 
participating freely. The talented peo-
ple of Bulgaria were unshackled. Peo-
ple did not want to be a slavish Soviet 
satellite. 

Since then, Bulgaria has evolved 
from the antiquated, frozen-in-time na-
tion of the 1930s to being a vibrant free 
market democracy of today. It is now a 
valued member of NATO, with troops 
having served in Iraq and Afghanistan. 
It is a dynamic member of the Euro-
pean Union. 

In conclusion, God bless our troops, 
and we will never forget September 
11th in the Global War on Terrorism. 
God bless Bulgaria. 

f 

$250 CHECKS FOR SENIORS 

(Mrs. DAHLKEMPER asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
her remarks.) 

Mrs. DAHLKEMPER. Mr. Speaker, 
today, checks will go in the mail to 
189,000 seniors across Pennsylvania, in-
cluding thousands in my district in 
Western Pennsylvania. This will help 
them pay for prescription drugs. These 
$250 checks are on the way to seniors 
who fell victim to the prescription drug 
donut hole in Medicare. The $250 
checks are just the first step in reduc-
ing prescription drug prices for seniors 
under the new health care reform. Next 
year, seniors in the donut hole will get 
a 50 percent discount on name-brand 
prescription drugs and a 75 percent dis-
count on generics. The average Penn-
sylvania senior will save $700 next year 
on prescription drugs because of the 
health care reform bill. This is a down 
payment on reducing prescription drug 
costs for seniors and eventually closing 
the donut hole altogether. I am proud 
that our health care reform legislation 
is helping seniors during this difficult 
time. 

f 

b 1015 

DOING NOTHING 

(Mr. PITTS asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. PITTS. Mr. Speaker, once again 
the complete lack of leadership dem-
onstrated by the administration on 
budget issues is extremely dis-
appointing. 

When the President introduced his 
budget earlier this year, he projected 
trillion dollar deficits for years to 
come. To fix the problem, he passed the 
buck to a new debt commission. This 
week, when Budget Director Peter 
Orszag was asked about whether the 
administration would send a package 
of budget cuts to Congress, he said that 
it would be a ‘‘fruitless exercise.’’ 

Certainly Congress controls the 
purse, but the President plays a crit-
ical role in providing leadership on 
spending issues. I know that House Re-
publicans would support a substantial 
package of budget cuts. We are not 
going to wait for the President, how-
ever. We are going to keep introducing 
sensible measures to reduce spending, 
and we are going to let the American 
people have their say on the YouCut 
Web site. 

Our national debt has reached the 
level where it is holding back our eco-
nomic growth. We shouldn’t wait any 
longer to put the stops on government 
spending and borrowing, which is out 
of control. 

HEALTH CARE REFORM 
(Mr. WALZ asked and was given per-

mission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. WALZ. Mr. Speaker, last week I 
had the opportunity to welcome Health 
and Human Services Secretary Kath-
leen Sebelius to my district and to the 
city of Rochester, Minnesota, home to 
the Mayo Clinic, to talk about the 
positive influence that the health care 
reform bill will have on Medicare re-
form, paying for value over volume and 
continuing to provide the highest qual-
ity care to our citizens at the lowest 
possible cost. 

I also went over with my friend RON 
KIND into La Crosse, Wisconsin, to talk 
to seniors. We heard a lot about the 
Medicare part D doughnut hole. As my 
colleague from Pennsylvania said, this 
week $250 rebate checks will be going 
to them to allow those seniors who 
have worked their entire life to build 
this Nation and to prepare for a pros-
perous and comfortable retirement to 
be able to pay for that expensive 
doughnut hole as it was crafted under 
the previous law. There are 63,000 Min-
nesotans who will see that 3 weeks in 
advance. 

This is just one of the many benefits 
that will come to them. It’s absolutely 
critical our seniors in this country 
hear the facts, the real facts about 
health care reform, how it will end up 
bringing higher quality of care and 
lower costs paying down the national 
debt. I am proud that the Secretary 
could see that at the world-famous 
Mayo Clinic. 

f 

ISRAEL’S BLOCKADE 
(Mr. POE of Texas asked and was 

given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute.) 

Mr. POE of Texas. Mr. Speaker, the 
Israelis check cargo for hidden weapons 
that is shipped into Gaza. Last week, 
six ships ran the security blockade and 
were boarded. People on one ship at-
tacked and stabbed the Israeli soldiers 
and beat them with pipes. It was seen 
on televisions throughout the world. 
Ten Israeli soldiers were injured as 
they defended themselves, and, of 
course, they have the legal and moral 
right of self-defense. 

But the hate Israel at any price 
crowd denounced the Israelis, and now 
our administration is telling Israel 
they shouldn’t be so security con-
scious. ‘‘Back off a little on the block-
ades,’’ the White House says. And just 
so we don’t hurt anybody’s feelings, 
the administration is sending $400 mil-
lion to Gaza. Why? What are the Pal-
estinians going to do with that money. 
Buy more rockets to shoot into Israel? 
Who knows. 

Who are we to tell our ally, Israel, 
how to secure its borders? We are giv-
ing advice to a country on smuggling 
security when we can’t even keep the 
smuggling contraband out of our own 
country. 
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And that’s just the way it is. 

f 

IN MEMORY OF GEORGE TILLER 

(Ms. CHU asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Ms. CHU. Mr. Speaker, in 1970, Dr. 
Jack Tiller traveled to a convention in 
Canada with his wife and daughter. 
Tragically, their plane crashed, leaving 
behind his children, George and Diana. 

George went to Wichita. He cared for 
a sick grandmother and orphaned neph-
ew when they didn’t have anyone else. 
He planned to be a dermatologist. In-
stead, he took over his father’s general 
practice when he saw that local pa-
tients didn’t have anyone else. Soon 
after, women asked him if he would do 
what his father did. They were des-
perate women who needed reproductive 
control over their lives. George said 
yes. 

Now you know why George Tiller 
began the career that cost him his life, 
because he decided he would be there 
for women facing a crisis when they 
didn’t have anyone else. 

f 

SPEAKING OUT FOR AMERICA’S 
FUTURE 

(Mr. SMITH of Texas asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
his remarks.) 

Mr. SMITH of Texas. Mr. Speaker, 
the American people demand real 
change in Washington. From record 
deficit spending to the passage of a 
health care bill most Americans don’t 
want, there is a serious disconnect be-
tween the congressional agenda and 
the desires of the American people. 

America Speaking Out is a timely 
initiative designed to start an honest 
discussion between Americans and 
their representatives. Through this in-
novative new forum, the American peo-
ple can give us their priorities and 
offer their ideas for a new agenda to 
solve the problems that confront our 
Nation. 

There is a deficit of trust in Con-
gress, and it is only by listening to the 
American people that we can earn back 
their trust and turn the country in the 
right direction. 

Check out the Web site, America 
Speaking Out. 

f 

HEALTH CARE REFORM 

(Mr. BACA asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. BACA. Mr. Speaker, the historic 
health reform passed earlier this year 
is already having a positive impact on 
millions of American seniors. 

Starting today, Medicare will begin 
mailing out $250 rebate checks to assist 
those who fall into the prescription 
drug doughnut hole. In my home State 
of California, over 382,000 seniors will 
now find it a little bit easier to afford 

lifesaving medicine they need, no 
longer making the decision of paying 
for medicine, paying for mortgages, or 
putting food on the table, but getting 
the service they need. 

Starting next year, seniors in the 
doughnut hole will receive an addi-
tional 50 percent discount on all brand- 
name drugs. By the year 2020, the new 
law will totally close the doughnut 
hole. 

But the benefits don’t stop there. 
Health reform will provide free preven-
tive care services to all Medicare re-
cipients, and that extends Medicare 
solvency by an additional 12 years to 
the year 2029. 

Those who continue to call for repeal 
of reform want to move us back to the 
era of higher drug costs and less secu-
rity for seniors. Democrats will con-
tinue to fight to protect our most vul-
nerable Americans. 

f 

MR. PRESIDENT, WHOSE SIDE ARE 
YOU ON? 

(Mr. PENCE asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. PENCE. We all agree the loss of 
life that occurred last week when a flo-
tilla designed to challenge Israel’s ef-
fective blockade of Gaza ended in mili-
tary confrontation, but Israel has a 
right to defend itself. 

The history is clear in that region. 
Gaza is controlled by a terrorist orga-
nization known as Hamas. Hamas used 
Gaza as a launching pad for thousands 
of rockets that killed innocent civil-
ians in Israel. Israel responded with 
military force and has instituted a 
blockade that has saved lives in Gaza 
and in Israel. 

There’s no humanitarian crisis. Ten 
thousand tons of food and medical sup-
plies are transferred into Gaza every 
single week. 

Remarkably, yesterday, the Presi-
dent said it was time for Israel to 
sharply limit its effective blockade in 
Gaza saying, ‘‘The situation in Gaza is 
unsustainable.’’ The truth is, Mr. 
President, your policy in Israel is 
unsustainable. The American people 
are on the side of Israel and Israel’s 
right to defend herself. 

Mr. President, whose side are you on? 
f 

FILLING THE DOUGHNUT HOLE 

(Mr. STUPAK asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. STUPAK. Mr. Speaker, starting 
this week, tax-free rebate checks of 
$250 will be sent to seniors who have al-
ready hit the part D doughnut hole. 
This $250 rebate is a key improvement 
to Medicare and the first Medicare ben-
efit of the new health care reform law 
to take effect. 

These rebates are being sent out 3 
months ahead of schedule, and the first 
round of checks will reach nearly 80,000 

seniors who are already in the dough-
nut hole. Following this initial round 
of rebate checks, additional checks will 
be sent to seniors as they hit the 
doughnut hole. It’s estimated that 4 
million seniors across the country will 
receive a $250 rebate check this year. 

This is just a first phase of relief for 
seniors from prescription drug costs. 
Next year, seniors in the doughnut hole 
will see a 50 percent discount on brand- 
name drugs. 

While the Medicare part D prescrip-
tion drug program has helped millions 
of seniors obtain prescription drug cov-
erage, seniors who fall into the dough-
nut hole and receive no financial as-
sistance with their prescription drugs 
are often forced to put their health in 
danger by splitting pills or skipping 
treatments altogether to save on costs. 

Despite the clear benefits to seniors 
from the health care reform legisla-
tion, Republican leaders have now 
made it a priority to repeal this land-
mark law, which will take away these 
prescription drug cost savings and 
other benefits for seniors and millions 
of Americans. It is now time that we 
implement further reform. 

f 

FARM BILL ENERGY TITLE 

(Mr. SMITH of Nebraska asked and 
was given permission to address the 
House for 1 minute and to revise and 
extend his remarks.) 

Mr. SMITH of Nebraska. Mr. Speak-
er, one of the most difficult challenges 
facing our Nation’s future is providing 
clean, affordable, and reliable energy. 
The 2008 Farm Bill Energy Title pro-
vided a commitment to farm-based en-
ergy. 

While the intent of this agenda was 
to expand biofuels in a timely manner, 
many of my constituents have ex-
pressed frustration with the slow pace 
of USDA’s implementation. Nebraska’s 
Third Congressional District is a leader 
in biofuels, and I remain committed to 
advancing the critical, timely develop-
ment of our Nation’s biofuels industry 
while decreasing our Nation’s depend-
ence on foreign oil. 

I am confident that we can provide a 
cleaner environment and alleviate 
some of the economic pain Americans 
continue to experience. However, with-
out a strong commitment, our ad-
vanced biofuels industry faces massive 
uncertainties, jeopardizing our Na-
tion’s path to energy independence. 

f 

HEALTH CARE REFORM 

(Mr. MURPHY of New York asked 
and was given permission to address 
the House for 1 minute.) 

Mr. MURPHY of New York. Mr. 
Speaker, today we see the first benefits 
from the new health care reform law 
that was passed earlier by this Con-
gress and signed into law by the Presi-
dent. 

Eighty thousand seniors across 
America will be receiving checks that 
are being sent out, starting today, for 
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$250 to help pay the costs of their pre-
scription drug coverage while they are 
in the doughnut hole. Other seniors 
that reach the doughnut hole through 
the rest of this year will also receive 
$250 checks to help them afford the pre-
scription drugs they need to live their 
lives safely and happily. 

Over the next 10 years, this health 
care reform will eliminate the dough-
nut hole completely for our seniors. 
That’s a step in the right direction, 
providing security and safety in the 
health care that our seniors need. 

Amazingly, though, some on the 
other side of the aisle are continuing to 
call, not to change the health care re-
form bill but to repeal it entirely, to 
cut up the checks, take them away 
from our seniors and stop the help that 
they need to pay for their prescription 
drugs. 

We will always be working to make 
our health care system better, but re-
pealing this positive step forward 
makes no sense to me. 

f 

$250 CHECKS TO SENIORS 

(Ms. EDWARDS of Maryland asked 
and was given permission to address 
the House for 1 minute and to revise 
and extend her remarks.) 

Ms. EDWARDS of Maryland. Mr. 
Speaker, in 2003, Republicans said they 
were overhauling Medicare, but all 
they succeeded in doing was creating a 
prescription drug doughnut hole that, 
in 2009 alone, forced 63,000 Maryland 
seniors to pay thousands of dollars out 
of pocket, forcing many to choose be-
tween buying the prescription drugs 
they need or purchasing food. 

The Nation’s seniors shouldn’t be 
forced to make such a choice. That’s 
why, under the new health care law, we 
are dedicated to closing the doughnut 
hole once and for all. 

Today, June 10, $250 checks are being 
mailed out to 80,000 eligible seniors as 
a first step to reducing the financial 
burden faced by seniors. Then next 
year there will be a 50 percent discount 
on prescription drugs in the doughnut 
hole. 

Mr. Speaker, the first of many bene-
fits under the health law that my Re-
publican colleagues opposed and now 
hope to repeal is on the way. Our sen-
iors and the rest of the country can’t 
afford to go back to a broken system 
controlled by insurance companies 
with coverage gaps, denied care, and 
skyrocketing costs. 

f 

$250 FOR SENIORS 

(Mr. KLEIN of Florida asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
his remarks.) 

Mr. KLEIN of Florida. Mr. Speaker, 
today is a very important day for sen-
iors in south Florida. 

Today, more than 3 weeks ahead of 
schedule, checks to help cover the 
costs of prescription medication will be 
mailed to seniors who have fallen into 

the dreaded Medicare part D doughnut 
hole. 

I have talked to many seniors in 
West Palm Beach and other parts of 
my district who had to make the 
wrenching choice between food and 
medicine. This should not happen in 
the America that I know, and that’s 
why I personally have fought so hard to 
make sure that health care reform in-
cluded reducing the cost of medicine 
for our seniors. 

Starting today, payments of $250 will 
be mailed to every senior who falls in 
the doughnut hole to help cover their 
costs. This is an important step, but 
it’s just the beginning, because start-
ing next year, seniors will see a 50 per-
cent discount on brand-name drugs and 
we will begin to close the doughnut 
hole for good. 

Fighting for our seniors in south 
Florida is one of my top priorities, and 
today’s checks will make a real dif-
ference for seniors who have worked 
hard and paid into the system. I look 
forward to continuing to work together 
to strengthen and protect Medicare. 

f 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER 
PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, the Chair 
will postpone further proceedings 
today on motions to suspend the rules 
on which a recorded vote or the yeas 
and nays are ordered, or on which the 
vote incurs objection under clause 6 of 
rule XX. 

Record votes on postponed questions 
will be taken later. 

f 

OIL SPILL LIABILITY TRUST FUND 

Mr. OBERSTAR. Mr. Speaker, I move 
to suspend the rules and pass the bill 
(S. 3473) to amend the Oil Pollution Act 
of 1990 to authorize advances from Oil 
Spill Liability Trust Fund for the 
Deepwater Horizon oil spill. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The text of the bill is as follows: 

S. 3473 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. ADVANCES FROM OIL SPILL LIABIL-

ITY TRUST FUND FOR DEEPWATER 
HORIZON OIL SPILL. 

Section 6002(b) of the Oil Pollution Act of 
1990 (33 U.S.C. 2752) is amended in the second 
sentence— 

(1) by inserting ‘‘(1)’’ after ‘‘Coast Guard’’; 
and 

(2) by inserting before the period at the end 
the following: ‘‘and (2) in the case of the dis-
charge of oil that began in 2010 in connection 
with the explosion on, and sinking of, the 
mobile offshore drilling unit Deepwater Ho-
rizon, may, without further appropriation, 
obtain 1 or more advances from the Fund as 
needed, up to a maximum of $100,000,000 for 
each advance, with the total amount of all 
advances not to exceed the amounts avail-
able under section 9509(c)(2) of the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1986, and within 7 days of 
each advance, shall notify Congress of the 
amount advanced and the facts and cir-
cumstances necessitating the advance’’. 

SEC. 2. BUDGETARY EFFECTS. 

The budgetary effects of this Act, for the 
purpose of complying with the Statutory 
Pay-As-You-Go-Act of 2010, shall be deter-
mined by reference to the latest statement 
titled ‘‘Budgetary Effects of PAYGO Legisla-
tion’’ for this Act, submitted for printing in 
the Congressional Record by the Chairman of 
the Senate Budget Committee, provided that 
such statement has been submitted prior to 
the vote on passage. 

b 1030 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
Minnesota (Mr. OBERSTAR) and the gen-
tleman from Florida (Mr. MICA) each 
will control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Minnesota. 

GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. OBERSTAR. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that all Members 
may have 5 legislative days in which to 
revise and extend their remarks and in-
clude extraneous materials on S. 3473. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Minnesota? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. OBERSTAR. Mr. Speaker, I yield 

myself such time as I may consume. 
First, I am grateful for the indul-

gence of our colleague on the com-
mittee, our ranking member and senior 
Republican, Mr. MICA, for responding 
so quickly to the action of the other 
body. 

We are unaccustomed to such prompt 
unanimous action in the other body, 
but they did pass, by unanimous con-
sent, the bill before us now, S. 3473, in 
response to requests of the Department 
of Homeland Security, Secretary 
Napolitano, and Admiral Thad Allen, 
the National Incident Commander, fol-
lowing up on the May 12 request of the 
administration for legislative changes 
to, quote, ‘‘speed assistance to people 
in need,’’ close quote, in response to 
the BP-Deepwater Horizon tragedy. 

The request further asks the Con-
gress to, quote, ‘‘act immediately on 
return from recess,’’ close quote. And 
that is exactly what we are doing, but 
preceded by a hearing the committee 
held yesterday on the many aspects of 
the Oil Spill Liability Trust Fund and 
payment from responsible parties and 
the need for future legislation. 

And the gentleman from Florida had 
several instructive and thoughtful sug-
gestions that we in the committee will 
be acting upon per our previous agree-
ment. 

I want to lay out the specifics. 
First of all, the request: Quoting 

again from the Homeland Security De-
partment letter, ‘‘Congress needs to 
act now to permit movement of mon-
eys from the principal fund to the 
emergency fund. At the current pace of 
BP-Deepwater Horizon response oper-
ations, funding available in the emer-
gency fund will be insufficient to sus-
tain Federal response operations with-
in 2 weeks.’’ That’s from June 4. 
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‘‘At that point, the Federal on-scene 

coordinator would not be able to com-
mit sufficient funds to the agencies in-
volved in the Federal response, includ-
ing National Guard, Department of De-
fense, National Oceanic and Atmos-
pheric Administration, Environmental 
Protection Agency, Department of In-
terior, and Department of Agriculture, 
to continue to provide critical response 
services, including logistical support, 
such as moving boom from Alaska and 
California to Louisiana; scientific sup-
port, such as evaluating the environ-
mental impact of the spill and the re-
sponse; and public health support, such 
as ensuring seafood from the gulf re-
gion is safe and monitoring fumes that 
might be a public health issue. 

‘‘Additional transfers from the Oil 
Spill Liability Trust Fund principal 
fund to the emergency fund are needed 
to fulfill the President’s order to bring 
all available and appropriate resources 
to bear in response to this disaster. 
Furthermore, depleting all currently 
available funds puts at risk the Na-
tion’s ability to address any new spills 
unrelated to the BP-Deepwater Hori-
zon.’’ 

Second, I must note and affirm, as 
was done in our hearing yesterday, 
that any moneys advanced from the 
trust fund will be repaid by the respon-
sible party—in this case, BP. 

I was part of crafting OPA 90 and its 
predecessors in my previous service on 
the now-dissolved Merchant Marine 
Fisheries Committee, which jurisdic-
tion transfers to our Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure. The 
whole concept of the Oil Spill Liability 
Trust Fund was from previous experi-
ence that there needed to be an imme-
diate response by government agencies 
on scene to lay out funds, as was al-
ready spelled out in the letter from 
Homeland Security, without having to 
wait for negotiations with the respon-
sible party. 

In those years, up through the 1990s, 
all the attention was turned to spills 
from tankers, oceangoing vessels, bulk 
carriage of crude oil, principally, but 
other product as well. 

The requirement was to get on the 
scene quickly, corral the oil, and con-
tain the spill. The government needed 
to act quickly. The Coast Guard had 
the capability to do that. But we didn’t 
want—and we had experience with 
Torrey Canyon and the Amoco Cadiz 
that there were long waits for the re-
sponsible party to make payments to 
government agencies responding in the 
case of France and the U.K. and in the 
case of U.S. Government agencies. 

So the Oil Spill Liability Trust Fund 
was established to have a financial re-
source for government agencies to re-
spond quickly and then bill the respon-
sible party. That has been done in the 
case of the Deepwater Horizon spill. 

At our hearing yesterday, Craig Ben-
nett, director of the National Pollution 
Funds Center, said, ‘‘All funds ex-
pended will be billed to BP and ulti-
mately recovered. These funds are de-

posited into the principal fund, not the 
emergency fund. As of June 1, 2010, ob-
ligations against the emergency fund 
for Federal response efforts totaled $93 
million.’’ 

That figure has now grown to $114 
million. So it’s bumping up against the 
limit of $150 million—the $100 million, 
plus the baseline $50 million for emer-
gency response. 

‘‘At the current pace of operations, 
funding available,’’ continuing with Di-
rector Bennett, ‘‘in the emergency fund 
will be insufficient to sustain Federal 
response operations within 2 weeks.’’ 
And we’re very close to that number 
now. 

The Coast Guard has, according to 
information supplied by the Coast 
Guard, billed BP $69 million. That bill-
ing, when responded to by BP, will be 
deposited in the general fund of the Oil 
Spill Liability Trust Fund to replenish 
the fund. And additional expenditures 
will be billed against BP for deposit in 
the fund. 

I further note that the Senate’s bill 
amends section 6002 of the Oil Pollu-
tion Act of 1990 and provides for, quote, 
‘‘one or more advances from the fund, 
as needed, up to a maximum of $100 
million for each advance, with the 
total amount of all advances not to ex-
ceed amounts available in section 
9509(c)(2) of the Internal Revenue Code 
of 1986’’—that deals with the Oil Spill 
Liability Trust Fund—‘‘and within 7 
days of each advance’’—7 days’ notice— 
‘‘shall notify Congress of the amount 
advanced and the facts and cir-
cumstances necessitating the ad-
vance.’’ 

Now, that language will come after 
the end of the period of section 6002(b) 
and will supplement, but not displace, 
the 30-day notice requirement of the 
basic law. 

Congress will be notified when the 
Coast Guard needs to borrow from the 
trust fund up to the maximum of $100 
million for each advance it requests 
within 7 days. And we will receive all 
the information: the amount they’re 
requesting, the facts, and the cir-
cumstances justifying the request for 
an advance. 

I think this language parallels lan-
guage that the House has included in 
our supplemental appropriations bill 
but not yet passed. It’s important to 
take this action now. 

This language clearly needs refine-
ment, as was evident in the hearing we 
held yesterday, and I think the gen-
tleman from Florida will agree. He has 
some very thoughtful ideas. We will 
merge those with other testimony sub-
mitted at yesterday’s hearing and pro-
ceed with a legislative package in the 
coming 2 weeks. 

Again, I thank the gentleman from 
Florida for participating in yesterday’s 
hearing and for a response today. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. MICA. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-

self such time as I may consume. 
Mr. Speaker and my colleagues, this 

is an emergency situation, and it re-

quires emergency action by the House 
of Representatives. 

The United States Senate, the other 
body, has acted and sent us S. 3743, 
which will allow us to expand some of 
the use of the funds that have been ac-
cumulated in the national Oil Spill Li-
ability Trust Fund on an emergency 
basis. I am pleased that the other body 
acted. This is a unique and very dif-
ficult situation dealing with a very 
unique and difficult national disaster. 

First, I would be remiss if I didn’t re-
member today those families who will 
be in Washington visiting with Presi-
dent Obama. Eleven individuals lost 
their lives when the oil rig, the Hori-
zon, exploded in April. I know the 
President will be meeting with them. 
And, on behalf of all the Members of 
Congress, we extend our condolences 
for that loss of life. 

Right now we are dealing with the re-
sults of that disaster. This disaster and 
explosion, sinking of the rig and the 
uncontrolled oil spill—fortunately, 
there has been some progress in that 
regard, but incredible amounts of oil 
have spilt into the gulf and now endan-
gers the shores of at least four of our 
States. 

In 1990, we set up an Oil Spill Liabil-
ity Trust Fund, and that was after the 
Exxon Valdez. That fund has in it $1.6 
billion, a substantial amount of money. 

Now, that fund was not set up to re-
lieve anyone of responsibility if they 
are negligent, and it was also not a 
fund to pay for cleanup costs that are 
clearly assigned, clearly identifiable. A 
lot of it was intended for what they 
call an ‘‘orphan spill,’’ or a spill where 
you don’t know where the oil came 
from, the polluting substance came 
from. 

Within that $1.6 billion trust fund for 
oil spills that we created, we have an 
emergency fund of $150 million that 
can be expended immediately. Now, 
what has taken place is that fund, the 
150 million emergency dollars that can 
be spent—right now Thad Allen is 
doing a great job in leading the effort 
for the United States—and, as you 
know, he just retired from the Coast 
Guard—doing a wonderful job, but he 
has the responsibility of reacting now 
and immediately. 

It took some time for the administra-
tion to get him in place and also to de-
clare this a spill of national signifi-
cance, but he is on the job and he needs 
the resources. 

Now, the resources are running out. 
We do have a letter, which I will sub-
mit for the RECORD and to the Congress 
at this time. This is to the Speaker of 
the House, and it is from the Director 
of the Office of Management and Budg-
et. 

And he says, ‘‘All the costs of this 
fund also that are being expended at 
this point must be repaid. But, at this 
current time, in just a matter of days, 
the emergency fund will run out.’’ So 
we have documentation of the need 
from OMB. 
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And just a few minutes ago, we re-

ceived from the Federal on-scene coor-
dinator the statement that their re-
quirements to support the continuing 
ongoing effort will bring the emer-
gency fund to a critically low level 
over the next 7 days. 

b 1045 

So we can’t have the cleanup efforts 
come to a halt. We must act. Now, I 
saw the need for this yesterday and 
met with colleagues on my side of the 
aisle. We had a hearing in the Trans-
portation and Infrastructure Com-
mittee. Mr. OBERSTAR and I agreed 
that we must act. The Senate has 
acted. 

We have before us S. 3473. This morn-
ing, myself and other colleagues in 
Congress introduced H.R. 5499. That’s 
mirror legislation. So both the Repub-
lican and Democrat House and Senate 
agree on the provisions of this legisla-
tion, which will allow in $100 million 
increments the expansion of the emer-
gency fund. 

Now let me make this very clear: the 
Oil Spill Liability Trust Fund is not 
going to be a piggy bank for BP or for 
other responsible parties. This money 
must, should, and will be repaid. This 
is only a temporary measure. It is only 
a temporary measure, too, because the 
money that they are repaying goes 
back into that larger fund, not into the 
emergency fund. This legislation will 
correct, again, the inability of access-
ing a larger amount of money on a 
needed basis. 

So we have introduced mirror legisla-
tion today. This is a cooperative and 
bipartisan effort. However, this is a 
terrible disaster, and questions need to 
be raised about what has caused us to 
get to this situation. Quite frankly, 
I’m quite baffled about some of the ad-
ministration’s positions on deepwater 
offshore drilling. 

In the beginning of this year, in Feb-
ruary, we received the budget from the 
President of the United States and the 
administration. In this budget, they 
proposed cuts to the Coast Guard of 
more than 1,000 positions. They also 
proposed cuts to and proposed the de-
commissioning of some of the ships, 
the helicopters and the planes that we 
see now involved in this very impor-
tant mission. Not only did they pro-
pose cuts to the Coast Guard, our first 
responder, but in February they also 
proposed cuts to the Department of the 
Interior—and look this up, if you will— 
and to the Minerals Management Serv-
ice, which is responsible for environ-
mental reviews. This is what they pro-
posed in February. 

Then in March they proposed the ex-
pansion of drilling in the gulf. I re-
member I and FRANK LOBIONDO, the 
ranking member, sent out a press re-
lease when we read about these cuts 
within the Coast Guard, and we said 
that this was a recipe for disaster. For-
tunately, those cuts have not been en-
acted; and I believe, even before this 
oil spill, there was bipartisan support 

not to enact those cuts that were rec-
ommended. 

In light of the administration’s pol-
icy to expand drilling in the gulf, some 
people say I’ve been too tough on the 
Obama administration. I think the 
Obama administration does have a re-
sponsibility in this. They did issue the 
permit that allowed the drilling, and I 
have the 1-page permit. 

Here is the 1-page approval: April 6, 
2009, approval for deepwater drilling at 
5,000 feet. 

I have what I call the ‘‘deficient 
plan’’ that they approved that was sub-
mitted by BP in March. So in less days 
than it took in some instances to ap-
prove now of a cleanup of proposals, 
they rubber-stamped and gave carte 
blanche approval. 

Let me say that I also criticized the 
Bush administration, but I went back 
and looked at what the Bush adminis-
tration did with the agency that was 
responsible for issuing these permits. 
This is a memorandum from the Office 
of Inspector General, and it is dated 
September 9, 2008, which was during 
the Bush administration. This is what 
the Bush administration did in that 
agency that issued this permit under 
this new administration. 

This memo conveys the results of 
three separate Office of Inspector Gen-
eral investigations into allegations 
against more than a dozen current and 
former Minerals Management Service 
employees. I went on to read what else 
the Bush administration did with re-
gard to this agency that was respon-
sible for issuing these permits. 

Listen to this: Collectively, our re-
cent work in the Minerals Management 
Service has taken well over 2 years. 
They investigated these folks. It also 
involved the OIG, Office of Inspector 
General, and Human Resources. There 
was an expenditure of nearly $5.3 mil-
lion in OIG funds. There were 233 wit-
nesses and subjects who were inter-
viewed, many of them multiple times. 
Roughly 470,000 pages of documents 
were reviewed, and people were pros-
ecuted, under the former administra-
tion, in this agency. 

Now, the latest reports I have, which 
I discussed yesterday at the hearing, 
were that, in fact, we have reports of 
inspections by this agency, the Min-
erals Management Service, which were 
supposed to be done by these officers of 
that Federal agency. They were actu-
ally penciled in, we believe, and those 
are the reports we have by oil workers, 
which were then inked over by these 
folks. It is nice for this administration 
to have spent time rewarding BP with 
safety awards in the prior year. It is 
nice for them to have a good working 
relationship with those folks who are 
responsible for issuing the permits, but 
I think we need to take a closer look at 
how we got ourselves into this situa-
tion. 

What brings us to this day when 
we’ve expended the emergency fund for 
cleanup that we have to take an emer-
gency step like this? 

Now, I support this measure, but I’m 
telling you that every penny needs to 
be paid back. This fund, this Oil Spill 
Liability Trust Fund that was put in 
place, shall not and cannot be used, as 
I said before, as a piggy bank for BP or 
for any responsible parties. 

Where is the money? Where is the 
billing? 

In the private sector, if you have a 
bill due, you pay it. As of yesterday, 
the staff told me that BP has been 
billed $69 million. As of yesterday, the 
information that we had is that they 
hadn’t paid the bill. If they paid the 
bill, we still probably would have to be 
here because of the terms of the cur-
rent legislation to allow access to addi-
tional money, but that money needs to 
go back into the trust fund, and it 
needs to be paid for by the responsible 
parties. 

EXECUTIVE OFFICE OF THE PRESI-
DENT, OFFICE OF MANAGEMENT 
AND BUDGET, 

Washington, DC, June 7, 2010. 
Hon. NANCY PELOSI, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives, Wash-

ington, DC. 
DEAR MADAM SPEAKER: I am writing to 

urge the Congress to move quickly in enact-
ing the FY 2010 Supplemental request. On 
June 4, 2010, Secretary Napolitano an-
nounced that the Coast Guard believes that 
within the next two weeks funding levels in 
the Oil Spill Liability Trust Fund’s expendi-
ture account will drop to levels that will 
force the Federal On-Scene Coordinator to 
begin to cut back Federal Deepwater Horizon 
response activities. We cannot allow the lack 
of funding to hamstring our Federal response 
to this national catastrophe. 

On May 12, the Administration proposed 
legislation to support the BP/Deepwater Ho-
rizon response and speed assistance to people 
in need. Included in this package was a pro-
vision that would permit the Coast Guard 
and its National Pollution Funds Center to 
move funds from the Oil Spill Liability 
Trust Fund to the Emergency Fund so that 
the Federal response effort can continue 
without interruption. Specifically, the legis-
lative changes would permit the Coast Guard 
to obtain additional advances in tranches of 
$100 million up to the incident cap for the Oil 
Spill Liability Trust Fund. All of these costs 
are being billed to the responsible parties 
and the receipts will be deposited in the 
Trust Fund. 

The President has ordered Federal agencies 
to bring all available and appropriate re-
sources to bear in response to this disaster. 
Without legislative authorization, however, 
the Coast Guard cannot access the additional 
emergency fund resources necessary to pay 
for the Federal agencies’ response to this 
tragic oil spill. 

We appreciate your support in moving this 
critical legislation forward in the coming 
days. 

Sincerely, 
PETER R. ORSZAG, 

Director. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. OBERSTAR. I yield myself 1 

minute. 
I completely agree with the gen-

tleman. As the gentleman from Florida 
and I discussed in our hearing yester-
day, the purpose of the trust fund is 
not to relieve anyone of responsibility. 

I was part of crafting that legislation 
in 1990 and its predecessors. It was 
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clearly our intent that this should be a 
fund to give the government the au-
thority to move quickly, to get on the 
scene, to begin cleanup before industry 
responds, to bill the industry in order 
to make them pay into the trust fund, 
and to keep the industry responsible. 

Secondly, the gentleman included or-
phan sites in his commentary. The leg-
islation is not exclusively limited to 
orphan sites. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. OBERSTAR. I yield myself an 
additional minute. 

An orphan site is one of the issues to 
be addressed, as we do under the Super-
fund Act. Yet the order of priority for 
response under the law, its first respon-
sibility, is for the responsible party to 
act to the limit of its liability under 
the Oil Spill Act. We have to address 
that limit of liability. The hearing yes-
terday explored the range of dollar 
amounts of liability from the current 
$75 million to some greater number, in-
cluding unlimited liability. That is 
something we are going to have to dis-
cuss in committee. 

So far, BP has, as the responsible 
party, spent $1 billion, and they are re-
sponding. Yesterday, when I made the 
announcement at our committee hear-
ing that the Coast Guard had billed BP 
for $69 million, we still do not have a 
response on what the status is of repay-
ment by BP into the trust fund, but we 
will have that information. 

Thirdly, I agree with the gentleman 
that the trust fund is not a piggy bank 
for BP. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
time of the gentleman has again ex-
pired. 

Mr. OBERSTAR. I yield myself an 
additional minute. 

We are going to hold them account-
able. The Coast Guard will hold them 
accountable. I do want to point out 
that the emergency fund is an account 
within the Oil Spill Liability Trust 
Fund. It is not a separate fund of its 
own. 

Further, as the gentleman was crit-
ical of the administration’s budget and 
properly said this is bipartisan criti-
cism, our committee budget, in re-
sponse to that of the administration, 
rejected their proposed cuts for the 
Coast Guard. We understand there is no 
daylight between us. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
time of the gentleman has again ex-
pired. 

Mr. OBERSTAR. I yield myself an 
additional 30 seconds. 

I would also point out that the pre-
vious administration of 2005, six, seven, 
and eight approved 4,120 offshore 
leases, including for this particular 
MMS lease sale—or 206—an exemption 
from a ‘‘blow-out scenario require-
ment’’ for Outer Continental Shelf ac-
tions in the gulf. BP’s exploration plan 
for Deepwater Horizon did not there-
fore include an analysis or a response 
plan for a blow-out at the wellhead. 

Now I yield 3 minutes to the chair of 
the Coast Guard Subcommittee, the 

gentleman from Maryland (Mr. 
CUMMINGS). 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Thank you for 
yielding, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Speaker, first of all, in following 
up on what the chairman just spoke 
about, we just got an email from the 
Coast Guard saying that BP has as-
sured them that the near $70 million 
for which they have been billed will be 
paid by the end of next week, and we 
will hold their feet to the fire. 

As chairman of the Subcommittee on 
the Coast Guard and Maritime Trans-
portation, I rise today in strong sup-
port of S. 3473, legislation to amend the 
Oil Pollution Act of 1990 to authorize 
advances from the Oil Spill Liability 
Trust Fund for the response to the 
Deepwater Horizon oil spill. 

The Oil Spill Liability Trust Fund 
consists of two funds—the principal 
fund and an emergency fund. As was 
described yesterday by Mr. Craig Ben-
nett, director of the National Pollution 
Funds Center, the emergency fund is, 
in essence, the operating fund from 
which we take the money necessary to 
pay for the operations of the 27 Federal 
entities that are responding to the 
Deepwater Horizon crisis. On May 3, 
the emergency fund received an au-
thorized advance of $100 million. There 
is currently no statutory authority for 
any more advances to be made. Fur-
thermore, as of June 1, obligations 
from the fund totaled $93 million. 

We cannot allow the fund to go dry. 
This legislation simply authorizes ad-
ditional advances of up to $100 million 
per advance. Nothing in this legislation 
relieves BP of its responsibility to 
cover all of the costs which have and 
which will continue to result from this 
tragedy. 

I emphasize to our distinguished 
ranking member that I don’t think 
there is one person in this body, either 
on your side or on this side, who is not 
adamant about making sure that BP 
pays every single penny—not dime— 
but every single penny that is due to 
the American people. However, based 
on the way the fund is currently estab-
lished, it is necessary to authorize ad-
ditional funds today in order to ensure 
that Federal response efforts are not 
interrupted. 

I have already made two trips to the 
gulf coast, and I hope to make another 
one. I have seen firsthand the devasta-
tion caused by this spill. We cannot 
allow anything to threaten our ongoing 
cleanup efforts. Therefore, I urge my 
colleagues to join us in the passing of 
S. 3473. 

I also would note, Mr. Speaker, that 
this allows us to act with the urgency 
of now to address these issues. We have 
windows of opportunity within which 
we can act and can get things done. We 
can get them done. We will get our 
money back, but the fact is that we 
have got to act now because there are 
people suffering, not only in Louisiana, 
but, certainly, in the ranking mem-
ber’s State and in so many other 
places. 

b 1100 

And so, with that, I want to thank 
the chairman and the ranking member 
for expeditiously getting this bill to 
the floor so that we can address the 
needs of our people. 

Mr. MICA. Mr. Speaker, I yield 3 
minutes to the gentleman from Lou-
isiana (Mr. CAO), also a member of the 
Transportation and Infrastructure 
Committee. 

Mr. CAO. Mr. Speaker, right after the 
oil spill, I had the opportunity to fly 
over the spill at ground zero, and as I 
flew over the gulf, I saw thousands of 
square miles of our beautiful waters 
being covered by this brown sludge and 
additional thousands of square miles of 
our beautiful gulf was covered by this 
oily slick. 

I also toured by boat just a couple of 
weeks ago with the officials of 
Plaquemines Parish as well as Jeffer-
son Parish, and as I was traveling 
through Barataria Bay, I saw patches 
of brown oil infringing on the oyster 
beds that are so integral to the seafood 
industry of Louisiana. And as I saw the 
oil as it encroaches upon the marshes 
and the wetlands, my heart dropped for 
the State of Louisiana as well as for 
the many fishermen and the many 
small businesses that are impacted by 
this catastrophe. 

I also spent much of my time visiting 
businesses and talking to small busi-
ness owners who are being impacted by 
this oil spill. I visited a seafood open 
market in Westwego and saw half of 
the businesses closed, and the parking 
lot remained empty. And I spoke to the 
business owners, and they informed me 
that their business has declined by 
more than half since the oil spill. And 
instead of being open for 5 days out of 
the week, 6 days out of the week, they 
are only open now 2 days out of the 
week. 

So we see that the oil spill has had a 
devastating impact on the many people 
of the gulf coast and the many small 
businesses of the people of my district. 
Therefore, I believe that it is integral 
that we allow the money from the 
trust fund to be transferred to allow 
the Coast Guard the necessary re-
sources to address the cleaning up of 
this oil spill. 

We saw an absence of Federal Gov-
ernment post-Katrina. We saw how 
thousands of people struggled post- 
Katrina because of the absence of gov-
ernment, and I do not want the same 
problem to occur here with respect to 
this disaster caused by this oil spill. 
Therefore, I ask all of the Members to 
support this position. 

Mr. OBERSTAR. I yield 2 minutes to 
the distinguished gentleman from New 
Jersey (Mr. HOLT). 

Mr. HOLT. Mr. Speaker, I thank the 
chairman, the distinguished gentleman 
from Minnesota, for the time and also 
for dealing promptly with this legisla-
tion. 

There is a more than $1.5 billion 
today in the trust fund, but the Coast 
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Guard and the other government agen-
cies cannot access that because of ex-
isting limits on the per incident ex-
penses and because of the cap on using 
this for natural resources and eco-
nomic damages. 

The trust fund exists so that we can 
get on with the work at hand, and I’m 
pleased that the chairman and the 
ranking member are moving promptly 
to give the administration the tools 
that they need to deal with this. There 
is work to be done, and it must be done 
quickly. This will take care of imme-
diate expenditures. 

We have also dealt with, here in the 
House, increasing the total capacity of 
the trust fund, and we must rapidly 
build up those collections from the oil 
companies in that trust fund. And 
then, of course, we must recover from 
BP and the other responsible parties 
the money that is used from the trust 
fund. 

So spending this money now, and I 
hope the chairman has been clear for 
our colleagues, spending that money 
now does not absolve BP of any respon-
sibility. It just allows the work to get 
on, and the funds will be collected from 
BP. 

Also, because this only deals with the 
immediate incident, there is still a 
need to, I would argue, pass the Big Oil 
Bailout Prevention Act, or something 
of the sort that I’ve introduced along 
with a number of cosponsors, to deal 
with this long term, to raise the liabil-
ity limit so that we can collect every-
thing that is necessary from oil compa-
nies. 

Mr. MICA. I yield 21⁄2 minutes to the 
distinguished gentleman from North 
Carolina (Mr. COBLE), also a senior 
member of the T and I Committee. 

Mr. COBLE. Mr. Speaker, I rise in 
support of S. 3473. This legislation is 
absolutely critical to continue our oil 
spill response efforts in the Gulf of 
Mexico. 

The Coast Guard and other agencies 
involved in the response to the Deep-
water Horizon oil spill are spending 
tremendous amounts of time and effort 
ensuring every tangible resource is 
available to meet this response. By 
passing this legislation, we ensure that 
the Coast Guard can maintain these 
valiant efforts, while simultaneously 
ensuring other important missions are 
met, including maritime safety, secu-
rity, defense, search and rescue efforts, 
mobility, and preparedness. As Amer-
ica’s maritime guardian. The Coast 
Guard is always ready, and this legisla-
tion ensures this goal can continue to 
be met. 

Finally, Mr. Speaker, it is important 
to note that the oil spill trust fund is 
funded by the petroleum industry and 
not the taxpayers. 

I urge passage. 
Mr. OBERSTAR. I reserve the bal-

ance of my time. 
Mr. MICA. Well, Mr. Speaker, I will 

summarize for our side. 
First of all, again, this is an emer-

gency situation. We have to act, we 

must act, and we will act. Let me make 
it clear, and I’m glad everyone on the 
other side has made it very clear, that 
BP’s feet will be held to the fire to 
repay this money. 

Now, it’s good to come out here and 
hear that BP has called the other side 
and told them that they’re going to 
pay, the check is in the mail, and 
that’s all well, fine, and good. But I’d 
be glad to send somebody down to OMB 
and show them how they can send a 
rapid request for payment to BP as this 
thing moved forward because, again, 
the taxpayer shouldn’t be left on the 
hook nor should this fund be left on the 
hook in any way for responsibility for 
this cleanup. 

Finally, just a couple of points. It 
was mentioned that the Bush adminis-
tration gave 4,200 leases—I think that 
was the figure—and that is true. It’s 
also true, and the Democrat staff did 
an excellent job—I complimented them 
yesterday—in getting a list of the cur-
rent drilling and production activities 
in the Gulf of Mexico, and I’ll submit 
this to the RECORD. But if you look, 
there are about 3,500, 3,492 wells in rel-
atively shallow water, 200 meters, 
about 600 feet up to the surface. There 
are only 25 a thousand meters below. 

The Obama administration, coming 
into office, issued—these are deep-
water, 1,000 feet to 8,000 feet—more 
than two dozen. We’ll also submit that 
to the RECORD. 

Now, if they knew this was a man-
agement problem in the Minerals Man-
agement Service, and I just cited the 
Bush administration investigated that 
agency for 2 years and conducted a 
very thorough review of what was 
going on, they must have known there 
was a management problem when they 
inherited it. 

Instead, what did they do? Faster 
than BP can pay their bill, they took 
the proposal from BP in deepwater, 
some of the deepest water drill—here 
are the number of ones that the com-
mittee found that there’s deepwater 
drilling in—and they carte blanche, 
rubber-stamped approval of this out-
line that BP gave them. One page, 
April 6. Those are the facts. 

DRILLING AND PRODUCTION ACTIVITIES IN THE GULF OF 
MEXICO 

Water depth in meters– Active 
leases 

Approved 
applications 

to drill– 

Active 
platforms 

0–200– ..................................... 2,279– 33,590– 3,492 
201–400– ................................. 143– 1,099– 21 
401–800– ................................. 330– 835– 9 
801–1,000– .............................. 412– 506– 7 
1,000 and above ...................... 3,454– 1,634– 25 

Total– .............................. 6,618– 37,664– 3,554 

Source: MMS, current as of June 1, 2010 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mr. OBERSTAR. Mr. Speaker, I yield 

30 seconds to the distinguished gentle-
woman from Texas (Ms. JACKSON LEE). 

Ms. JACKSON LEE of Texas. Mr. 
OBERSTAR, thank you for your leader-
ship. Chairman CUMMINGS, as well, 
thank you for your leadership. 

The Coast Guard is poised in the gulf 
working overtime, waiting for this 

drawdown, which is a reimbursable 
drawdown. But we have to do some-
thing now. We have to do something 
for the shrimpers, the fishermen, the 
oystermen, the restaurants. We have to 
do something for the people who are 
bleeding and need our help. 

This is a BP problem, but it is an oil 
industry problem. We have to see them 
rise to the occasion, to develop a better 
claims system, to develop a recovery 
plan. But right now, the Coast Guard, 
as told to us in a meeting with them 
last week with Chairman CUMMINGS 
and Chairwoman BROWN, they need the 
money now. This is an important step. 

We can go back and look at the noes, 
but we’ve got to say yes today. Vote 
for this legislation. 

I also wish to thank Senator REID for intro-
ducing this very important piece of legislation 
in such a timely manner. Today, I rise in sup-
port of S. 3473, an amendment that would au-
thorize advances from the Oil Spill Liability 
Trust Fund as created by the Oil Pollution Act 
of 1990. 

BP is dragging its heels on the oil spill 
cleanup. The sooner we can get the wheels 
turning on the cleanup, the sooner we can 
make families whole again and ensure a safe 
environment for the Americans that had to 
bear the brunt of this disaster of mammoth 
proportions. Releasing some of the funds from 
the aforementioned trust will allow individuals 
to be able to support themselves in their Gulf- 
based industry. Just yesterday I testified be-
fore the House Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture Committee and proposed legislation that 
would allow for the release of 100 million dol-
lars from the Oil Spill Liability Trust Fund. 

The sooner we address the problem, the 
more likely we are to prevent more extensive 
damage. It has been well noted that BP’s ef-
forts alone will not suffice. As members of 
Congress, we must do everything we can to 
address and resolve this crisis in the most ex-
pedient manner, and releasing these funds will 
allow for a more efficient response. 

This amendment would provide a much- 
needed source of recourse and restitution for 
those victimized by this environmental disaster 
of massive proportions, caused by the April 
20, 2010 explosion on the Deepwater Horizon 
oil vessel. It will also provide an avenue for 
accountability, which should be assigned, ap-
propriately, to the parties responsible for im-
posing such suffering on the residents of the 
Gulf Coast area. 

We are all very much aware of the hardship 
that has been inflicted upon the people in the 
Gulf Coast region. The oil, gushing at a rate 
of at least 12,000 to 19,000 barrels a day, has 
now spread over 42 miles beyond the spill 
site, 3,300 miles beneath the surface of the 
ocean. In its most concentrated areas, oil 
plumes created by the spill are sometimes 
over 15 miles long and 1,500 feet thick, 
depths below the water. This does not even 
account for the immense volume of oil which 
is less concentrated, but still very much diluted 
with the water of the Gulf Coast. 

The immediate effects of the spill are being 
felt as far west as Houma, Louisiana, and as 
far east as the Apalachicola Bay in Florida. 
Not only have there been serious environ-
mental effects, but marine wildlife has been 
seriously impeded by the developments. Fish-
ermen and workers in related industries are 
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being deprived of their very source of income 
and livelihood. Even further, there are health 
effects resulting from the disaster that are in-
creasing in number, daily. 

According to a recent CNN article, there 
have been 71 reported cases of oil disaster 
related health problems ranging anywhere 
from headaches and coughing to more serious 
ailments. Additionally, the oil has reached 
shorelines across the coast, and is affecting 
beaches and their patrons. 

It is imperative not only that the victims and 
potential claimants be afforded a source of re-
course for the significant interruption of their 
way of life, but that the remedy process be 
made available in a timely fashion, as the ef-
fects of the oil spill are being compounded 
every day. 

The Oil Pollution Act of 1990, adopted in re-
sponse to the Exxon Valdez Alaska oil spill in 
1989, governs the claims process associated 
with the British Petroleum disaster. According 
to the Act, any party liable for any threat or 
actual discharge of oil from a vessel or facility 
to navigable waters, adjoining shorelines, or 
the exclusive economic zone of the United 
States, is responsible for all cleanup costs in-
curred. Additionally, claimants may recover 
damages for injury to natural resources, loss 
of personal property, economic losses, and 
loss of subsistence use of natural resources. 
However, the Act caps economic damages at 
$75 million from the party or parties respon-
sible for an oil spill. 

Seventy five million dollars is simply insuffi-
cient to compensate the victims of such a 
massive disaster. The law was passed in light 
of the Exxon Valdez oil spill. That spill was 
considered to be one of the largest environ-
mental disasters in history, and involved the 
disgorgement of at least 10.8 million gallons of 
crude oil into Alaska waters. 

I urge my colleagues to support this bill. 
Mr. OBERSTAR. I yield myself the 

balance of my time. 
Again, I’m greatly appreciative of 

the partnership in our committee with 
the gentleman from Florida and for 
working so expeditiously under mini-
mal notice that both of us had to bring 
this unexpected but welcome legisla-
tion from the other body so quickly to 
the floor. I would hope that this and 
other measures that we will enact will 
be seen as a testimonial to the victims 
of that explosion on the Deepwater Ho-
rizon. 

And as the gentleman from Florida 
said, I join him in commending the 
President for welcoming the families 
and consoling with them, and join in 
assurances to those families that Con-
gress will continue to do everything 
right so that their lives will not have 
been lost in vain. 

Madam Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent to extend the debate time by 5 
minutes on each side. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Ms. 
JACKSON LEE of Texas). Is there objec-
tion to the request of the gentleman 
from Minnesota? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. OBERSTAR. The purpose for this 

request is that we may resolve a tech-
nical problem that the Senate notified 
us of in the drafting of the language of 
the bill and in the reference to the ap-

propriate section of the Internal Rev-
enue Code, and we need to spend just a 
few minutes and get the parliamentary 
language correct, and that will take a 
few more minutes to resolve. 

I ask the gentleman from Florida to 
designate his staff to participate with 
ours and with the Parliamentarian in 
assuring that we have the language 
properly crafted. 

b 1115 

Mr. MICA. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. OBERSTAR. I yield to the gen-

tleman from Florida. 
Mr. MICA. Well, maybe you could ex-

plain, for the benefit of this side of the 
aisle in the House, what the changes 
would be. 

I did have several changes that I 
would have liked to have addressed. I 
believe this particular legislation just 
deals with this spill. I would have 
hoped that we could have modified this 
so that, in the future, we wouldn’t have 
to come back on an individual-spill 
basis to do what we are doing here 
today. 

And also, because this is a unique cir-
cumstance, we have not found our-
selves in this situation before, we could 
make some additional changes to the 
measure that would, in fact, sort of, 
clean up the statute. 

But, again, I am not sure what par-
ticular parliamentary or minor tech-
nical changes the majority is prepared 
to make in the legislation at this time. 
We do want to be agreeable and move 
the process forward. Maybe, now, with 
those questions, you might respond. 

Mr. OBERSTAR. Certainly. And I 
thank the gentleman. And I share that 
concern. 

In the hearing yesterday, I made it 
very clear that the committee would 
move forward with the broader changes 
that the gentleman just discussed, 
Madam Speaker, so that the Coast 
Guard will have authority to draw 
larger sums, in hundred-million-dollar 
increments, with proper notification to 
Congress, without having to come back 
and legislate each time. 

But that is beyond the scope of the 
pending bill. And the technical changes 
notified to us are of a truly technical 
nature. Expanding into the broader 
question that we are now discussing 
would require new legislation. 

And I commit to the gentleman that 
that will be part of our bipartisan work 
in committee, and we will craft the ap-
propriate language. 

Mr. MICA. I thank the gentleman. 
Mr. OBERSTAR. I yield 2 minutes to 

the distinguished gentleman from Flor-
ida (Mr. BOYD). 

Mr. BOYD. Madam Speaker, I thank 
my friend, the gentleman from Min-
nesota. 

Madam Speaker, BP’s failure to have 
a responsible plan in place to deal with 
the effects of this oil spill obviously 
has caused untold harm to our coastal 
communities and the men and women 
on our gulf coast, many of which I rep-
resent. 

More needs to be done at every level 
to respond to this crisis. But one thing 
we will not tolerate is for there to be 
any disruption to the ongoing cleanup 
and containment efforts currently 
under way in the gulf, which is why I 
stand before you today in full support 
of S. 3473. 

This bill ensures that the men and 
women fighting to contain this disaster 
have all the resources they need to 
continue their important work. Under 
this bill, the Federal Government will 
provide advance funding to sustain and 
support the cleanup and containment 
efforts currently under way. 

But make no mistake: BP will be the 
ultimate financier. And they can count 
on receiving a bill once the total cost 
is in. 

At the same time, while we are work-
ing to contain this crisis, we also must 
take steps to ensure this terrible situa-
tion does not become worse. Last week, 
Madam Speaker, I sent a letter to the 
President, urging his administration to 
develop a plan in case a tropical storm 
or hurricane hits the gulf coast, and it 
will. 

The gulf region has weathered hurri-
canes in the past, but the presence of 
oil in our waters creates a number of 
unknown circumstances. And we need 
to be proactive in our efforts to protect 
our communities from a storm. 

That is why next week I will convene 
the Joint Oil Spill-Hurricane Planning 
Conference to develop a comprehensive 
hurricane preparedness and recovery 
plan for north Florida. The conference 
will bring together local, State, and 
Federal officials and key stakeholders 
to develop a comprehensive and coordi-
nated plan that identifies what actions 
need to be taken before, during, and 
after a possible storm. 

We are clearly in uncharted waters, 
Madam Speaker, but that is no excuse 
for us failing to take action now 
against a threat that we know will 
strike sooner or later. We must begin 
planning now for this possibility. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. OBERSTAR. I yield the gen-
tleman an additional 20 seconds. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
time of the gentleman from Minnesota 
has expired. 

Mr. MICA. I yield the gentleman 
from Florida, my colleague from Flor-
ida, 30 seconds of my time. 

Mr. BOYD. I thank my colleague, Mr. 
MICA, for yielding. 

Madam Speaker, we must begin plan-
ning now for this possibility of a hurri-
cane hitting the gulf coast and what ef-
fect the oil spill, what additional dam-
age that will cause. We must ensure 
the current cleanup and containment 
efforts under way are able to continue 
unabated. 

Madam Speaker, I urge support for S. 
3473. 

Mr. MICA. Madam Speaker, I guess 
as we conclude the extended time of de-
bate on this measure to again revise 
some of the provisions of the emer-
gency portion, $150 million emergency 
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fund within the $1.6 billion Oil Liabil-
ity Trust Fund, I understand that there 
has been identified a minor technical 
glitch in the legislation as it came 
from the other body. 

As a great American, former United 
States Senator Bob Dole, he used to 
say that his body, the U.S. Senate, is a 
great place if you like to see paint dry 
and grass grow, as far as the speed in 
which things are done. 

However, here they have acted with 
due diligence and great speed and, in 
that speed, have made a minor tech-
nical error. And I am not going to tell 
anyone about it. And because this is a 
situation in which we must proceed on 
an emergency basis, I am going to 
overlook it, in fairness. 

I would also like to yield to the gen-
tleman, our honorable chairman of the 
T&I Committee, my partner, Mr. OBER-
STAR. 

Mr. OBERSTAR. Madam Speaker, I 
thank the distinguished gentleman for 
yielding. 

We have agreed that the technical 
issue raised by representatives of the 
other body is of a nature that can be 
resolved by the administration upon 
passage of this bill. It is better for us 
to pass this bill now to address the sub-
stantive issue, release of funds from 
the Oil Spill Liability Trust Fund, and 
not delay progress in cleanup. 

For that reason, we will pass the bill 
intact and let the administration deal 
with whatever issue comes up. Should 
any additional change be necessary of a 
technical nature, it can be dealt with 
at a later time. 

I thank the gentleman for his under-
standing, for his patience, and for 
yielding me the time. 

EXECUTIVE OFFICE OF THE PRESI-
DENT, OFFICE OF MANAGEMENT 
AND BUDGET, 

Washington, DC, June 7, 2010. 
Hon. NANCY PELOSI, 
Speaker, House of Representatives, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR MADAM SPEAKER: I am writing to 
urge the Congress to move quickly in enact-
ing the FY 2010 Supplemental request. On 
June 4, 2010, Secretary Napolitano an-
nounced that the Coast Guard believes that 
within the next two weeks funding levels in 
the Oil Spill Liability Trust Fund’s expendi-
ture account will drop to levels that will 
force the Federal On-Scene Coordinator to 
begin to cut back Federal Deepwater Horizon 
response activities. We cannot allow the lack 
of funding to hamstring our Federal response 
to this national catastrophe. 

On May 12, the Administration proposed 
legislation to support the BP/Deepwater Ho-
rizon response and speed assistance to people 
in need. Included in this package was a pro-
vision that would permit the Coast Guard 
and its National Pollution Funds Center to 
move funds from the Oil Spill Liability 
Trust Fund to the Emergency Fund so that 
the Federal response effort can continue 
without interruption. Specifically, the legis-
lative changes would permit the Coast Guard 
to obtain additional advances in tranches of 
$100 million up to the incident cap for the Oil 
Spill Liability Trust Fund. All of these costs 
are being billed to the responsible parties 
and the receipts will be deposited in the 
Trust Fund. 

The President has ordered Federal agencies 
to bring all available and appropriate re-

sources to bear in response to this disaster. 
Without legislative authorization, however, 
the Coast Guard cannot access the additional 
emergency fund resources necessary to pay 
for the Federal agencies’ response to this 
tragic oil spill. 

We appreciate your support in moving this 
critical legislation forward in the coming 
days. 

Sincerely, 
PETER R. ORSZAG, 

Director. 

TIMELINE FOR APPROVALS OF DEEPWATER 
HORIZON LEASE 

1986: MMS issues a list of categories of ac-
tivities excluded from further review under 
NEPA within the Department of the Inte-
rior’s ‘‘Department Manual.’’ 

May 27, 2004: The Bush Administration ex-
tends process by which MMS manages the 
NEPA process for offshore lease sales, in-
cluding issuance of ‘‘categorical exclusions.’’ 

April 2007: MMS issues a Multistate envi-
ronmental impact statement (EIS) for a pro-
posed 5–year lease on the Outer Continental 
Shelf (OCS) that estimated a likelihood of 3 
spills from platform drilling in deepwater 
that would produce approximately 1,500 bar-
rels for each spill. As a result, the assessed 
impacts from oil spills under the 5–year lease 
were described as minimal. No extrapolation 
or hypothesis for what would happen if the 
spill were larger. 

October 22, 2007: MMS issues its Environ-
mental Assessment of the Proposed Gulf of 
Mexico OCS Oil and Gas Lease Sale 206, Cen-
tral Planning Area. MMS estimated, based 
on historical data, that the probability of an 
offshore oil spill greater than 1,000 barrels 
reaching an environmentally sensitive re-
source was small. Accordingly, MMS finds 
that a supplemental EIS is not required and 
issues a FONNSI (Finding of No New Signifi-
cant Impact)—over that assessed in the 
Multistate EIS for the 5-year lease on the 
OCS. 

March 2008: BP purchased rights to drill for 
oil at MMS lease sale 206. 

May 2008: MMS issues an exemption from a 
‘‘blowout scenario requirement’’: for OCS ac-
tions in the Gulf (Notice to Lessee 2008). Ac-
cordingly, BP’s exploration plan for the 
Deepwater Horizon site did not include an 
analysis or response plan for a blowout of 
the wellhead. 

March 10, 2009: BP filed a 52–page explo-
ration and environmental impact plan for 
the Macondo well, located in the Mississippi 
Canyon Block 252 of the Gulf, with MMS. 
This plan stated that it was ‘‘unlikely that 
an accidental surface or subsurface oil spill 
would occur from the proposed activities.’’ 
In the plan, the company further asserted 
that if there was a spill, ‘‘due to the distance 
to shore (48 miles) and the response capabili-
ties that would be implemented, no signifi-
cant adverse impacts are expected.’’ Pursu-
ant to 43 U.S.C. § 1340, MMS is required to ap-
prove the BP exploration plan within 30 days 
of submission. 

April 6, 2009: MMS approves BP exploration 
plan, with a categorical exclusion from 
NEPA, because the falls within the 2004 list 
of potential ‘‘categorical exclusions.’’ Be-
cause of the categorical exclusion, the addi-
tional environmental impacts for a worst 
case scenario were not evaluated. 

Mr. MICA. Reclaiming the time, also 
keep in mind the time that I yielded to 
the other side when they ran out of 
time, Madam Speaker. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman has 2 minutes remaining. 

Mr. MICA. But to conclude debate, 
again, I thank everyone for this bipar-

tisan effort. Even though, again, we 
have a minor technical glitch, we want 
to move the legislation forward; so I 
urge my colleagues to pass the meas-
ure. 

Mr. MCMAHON. I rise today in strong sup-
port of S. 3473. Since Day 1 of this disaster 
the Administration has brought all resources to 
bear to address ensure that damage to the 
environment, wildlife, and public health of the 
Gulf Region was as limited as possible. 

In particular the United States Coast Guard 
has done outstanding work. As Vice Chair of 
the Coast Guard Subcommittee I know how 
hard the men and women of the Coast Guard 
have been working to contain this disaster. 
Led by Admiral Thad Allen, who has taken 
charge of federal on-the-ground response as 
National Incident Commander, the men and 
women of the Coast Guard are on the 
frontlines and deserve our gratitude and sup-
port. 

This legislation is critical to maintaining con-
tinuity in the federal government’s response. It 
amends current law to allow the administration 
to take multiple advances of up to $100 million 
from the Oil Spill Liability Trust Fund. Without 
passage of S. 3473, the Coast Guard could 
run out of funding for cleanup and prevention 
as early as next week. This cannot be allowed 
to happen. I urge all of my colleagues to sup-
port this straightforward, common-sense legis-
lation. It is the least we can do at the moment 
to help ongoing efforts to help the people of 
the Gulf region. 

Mr. MICA. I yield back the balance of 
my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Minnesota (Mr. 
OBERSTAR) that the House suspend the 
rules and pass the bill, S. 3473. 

The question was taken. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the 

opinion of the Chair, two-thirds being 
in the affirmative, the ayes have it. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Madam Speaker, on 
that I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to clause 8 of rule XX and the 
Chair’s prior announcement, further 
proceedings on this motion will be 
postponed. 

f 

FHA REFORM ACT OF 2010 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to House Resolution 1424 and rule 
XVIII, the Chair declares the House in 
the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union for further con-
sideration of the bill, H.R. 5072. 

b 1125 
IN THE COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE 

Accordingly, the House resolved 
itself into the Committee of the Whole 
House on the State of the Union for the 
further consideration of the bill (H.R. 
5072) to improve the financial safety 
and soundness of the FHA mortgage in-
surance program, with Mr. PASTOR of 
Arizona in the chair. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The Acting CHAIR. When the Com-

mittee of the Whole rose on Wednesday 
June 9, 2010, all time for general debate 
had expired. 
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Pursuant to the rule, the amendment 

in the nature of a substitute printed in 
the bill shall be considered as an origi-
nal bill for the purpose of amendment 
under the 5-minute rule and shall be 
considered read. 

The text of the committee amend-
ment in the nature of a substitute is as 
follows: 

H.R. 5072 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-

resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘FHA Reform 
Act of 2010’’. 
SEC. 2. MORTGAGE INSURANCE PREMIUMS. 

Subparagraph (B) of section 203(c)(2) of the 
National Housing Act (12 U.S.C. 1709(c)(2)(B)) is 
amended— 

(1) in the matter preceding clause (i)— 
(A) by striking ‘‘shall’’ and inserting ‘‘may’’; 

and 
(B) by striking ‘‘0.50 percent’’ and inserting 

‘‘1.5 percent’’; and 
(2) in clause (ii), by striking ‘‘shall be in an 

amount not exceeding 0.55 percent’’ and insert-
ing ‘‘may be in an amount not exceeding 1.55 
percent’’. 
SEC. 3. INDEMNIFICATION BY MORTGAGEES. 

Section 202 of the National Housing Act (12 
U.S.C. 1708) is amended by adding at the end 
the following new subsection: 

‘‘(i) INDEMNIFICATION BY MORTGAGEES.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—If the Secretary determines 

that a mortgage executed by a mortgagee ap-
proved by the Secretary under the direct en-
dorsement program or insured by a mortgagee 
pursuant to the delegation of authority under 
section 256 was not originated or underwritten 
in accordance with the requirements established 
by the Secretary, and the Secretary pays an in-
surance claim with respect to the mortgage 
within a reasonable period specified by the Sec-
retary, the Secretary may require the mortgagee 
approved by the Secretary under the direct en-
dorsement program or the mortgagee delegated 
authority under section 256 to indemnify the 
Secretary for the loss. 

‘‘(2) FRAUD OR MISREPRESENTATION.—If fraud 
or misrepresentation was involved in connection 
with the origination or underwriting, the Sec-
retary may require the mortgagee approved by 
the Secretary under the direct endorsement pro-
gram or the mortgagee delegated authority 
under section 256 to indemnify the Secretary for 
the loss regardless of when an insurance claim 
is paid. 

‘‘(3) REQUIREMENTS AND PROCEDURES.—The 
Secretary shall issue regulations establishing 
appropriate requirements and procedures gov-
erning the indemnification of the Secretary by 
the mortgagee.’’. 
SEC. 4. DELEGATION OF INSURING AUTHORITY. 

Section 256 of the National Housing Act (12 
U.S.C. 1715z–21) is amended— 

(1) by striking subsection (c); 
(2) in subsection (e), by striking ‘‘, including’’ 

and all that follows through ‘‘by the mort-
gagee’’; and 

(3) by redesignating subsections (d) and (e) as 
subsections (c) and (d), respectively. 
SEC. 5. AUTHORITY TO TERMINATE MORTGAGEE 

ORIGINATION AND UNDERWRITING 
APPROVAL. 

Section 533 of the National Housing Act (12 
U.S.C. 1735f–11) is amended— 

(1) in the first sentence of subsection (b), by 
inserting ‘‘or areas or on a nationwide basis’’ 
after ‘‘area’’ each place such term appears; and 

(2) in subsection (c), by striking ‘‘(c)’’ and all 
that follows through ‘‘The Secretary’’ in the 
first sentence of paragraph (2) and inserting the 
following: 

‘‘(c) TERMINATION OF MORTGAGEE ORIGINA-
TION AND UNDERWRITING APPROVAL.— 

‘‘(1) TERMINATION AUTHORITY.—If the Sec-
retary determines, under the comparison pro-
vided in subsection (b), that a mortgagee has a 
rate of early defaults and claims that is exces-
sive, the Secretary may terminate the approval 
of the mortgagee to originate or underwrite sin-
gle family mortgages for any area, or areas, or 
on a nationwide basis, notwithstanding section 
202(c) of this Act. 

‘‘(2) PROCEDURE.—The Secretary’’. 
SEC. 6. DEPUTY ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF FHA 

FOR RISK MANAGEMENT AND REGU-
LATORY AFFAIRS. 

(a) ESTABLISHMENT OF POSITION.—Subsection 
(b) of section 4 of the Department of Housing 
and Urban Development Act (42 U.S.C. 3533(b)) 
is amended— 

(1) by inserting ‘‘(1)’’ after ‘‘(b)’’; and 
(2) by adding at the end the following new 

paragraph: 
‘‘(2) There shall be in the Department, within 

the Federal Housing Administration, a Deputy 
Assistant Secretary for Risk Management and 
Regulatory Affairs, who shall be appointed by 
the Secretary and shall be responsible to the 
Federal Housing Commissioner for all matters 
relating to managing and mitigating risk to the 
mortgage insurance funds of the Department 
and ensuring the performance of mortgages in-
sured by the Department.’’. 

(b) TERMINATION.—Upon the appointment and 
confirmation of the initial Deputy Assistant Sec-
retary for Risk Management and Regulatory Af-
fairs pursuant to section 4(b)(2) of the Depart-
ment of Housing and Urban Development Act, 
as amended by subsection (a) of this section, the 
position of chief risk officer within the Federal 
Housing Administration, filled by appointment 
by the Federal Housing Commissioner, is abol-
ished. 
SEC. 7. USE OF OUTSIDE CREDIT RISK ANALYSIS 

SOURCES. 
Section 202 of the National Housing Act (12 

U.S.C. 1708), as amended by the preceding pro-
visions of this Act, is further amended by add-
ing at the end the following new subsection: 

‘‘(j) USE OF OUTSIDE CREDIT RISK ANALYSIS 
SOURCES.—The Secretary may obtain the serv-
ices of, and enter into contracts with, private 
and other entities outside of the Department 
in— 

‘‘(1) analyzing credit risk models and prac-
tices employed by the Department in connection 
with such mortgages; 

‘‘(2) evaluating underwriting standards appli-
cable to such mortgages insured by the Depart-
ment; and 

‘‘(3) analyzing the performance of lenders in 
complying with, and the Department in enforc-
ing, such underwriting standards.’’. 
SEC. 8. REVIEW OF MORTGAGEE PERFORMANCE. 

Section 533 of the National Housing Act (12 
U.S.C. 1735f–11) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (a), by inserting after the pe-
riod at the end the following: ‘‘For purposes of 
this subsection, the term ‘early default’ means a 
default that occurs within 24 months after a 
mortgage is originated or such alternative ap-
propriate period as the Secretary shall estab-
lish.’’; 

(2) in subsection (b), by inserting after the pe-
riod at the end of the first sentence the fol-
lowing: ‘‘The Secretary shall also identify which 
mortgagees have had a significant or rapid in-
crease, as determined by the Secretary, in the 
number or percentage of early defaults and 
claims on such mortgages, with respect to all 
mortgages originated by the mortgagee or mort-
gages on housing located in any particular geo-
graphic area or areas.’’; and 

(3) by adding at the end the following new 
subsections: 

‘‘(d) SUFFICIENT RESOURCES.—There is au-
thorized to be appropriated to the Secretary for 
each of fiscal years 2010 through 2014 the 
amount necessary to provide additional full-time 
equivalent positions for the Department, or for 

entering into such contracts as are necessary, to 
conduct reviews in accordance with the require-
ments of this section and to carry out other re-
sponsibilities relating to ensuring the safety and 
soundness of the Mutual Mortgage Insurance 
Fund. 

‘‘(e) REPORTING TO CONGRESS.—Not later than 
90 days after the date of enactment of the FHA 
Reform Act of 2010 and not less often than an-
nually thereafter, the Secretary shall make 
available to the Committee on Financial Services 
of the House of Representatives and the Com-
mittee on Banking, Housing, and Urban Affairs 
of the Senate any information and conclusions 
pursuant to the reviews required under sub-
section (a). Such report shall not include de-
tailed information on the performance of indi-
vidual mortgages.’’. 
SEC. 9. USE OF NATIONWIDE MORTGAGE LICENS-

ING SYSTEM AND REGISTRY. 
(a) USE BY MORTGAGEES, OFFICERS, AND OWN-

ERS; USE FOR INSURED MORTGAGES.— 
(1) MORTGAGEES, OFFICERS, AND OWNERS.— 

Section 202 of the National Housing Act (12 
U.S.C. 1708), as amended by the preceding pro-
visions of this Act, is further amended by add-
ing at the end the following new subsections: 

‘‘(k) USE OF NATIONWIDE MORTGAGE LICENS-
ING SYSTEM AND REGISTRY FOR MORTGAGEES, 
OFFICERS, AND OWNERS.—The Secretary may re-
quire, as a condition for approval of a mort-
gagee by the Secretary to originate or under-
write mortgages on single family that are in-
sured by the Secretary, that the mortgagee— 

‘‘(1) obtain and maintain a unique company 
identifier assigned by the Nationwide Mortgage 
Licensing System and Registry, as established 
by the Conference of State Bank Supervisors 
and the American Association of Residential 
Mortgage Regulators; and 

‘‘(2) obtain and maintain, as relates to any 
and all officers or owners of the mortgagee who 
are subject to the requirements of the S.A.F.E. 
Mortgage Licensing Act of 2008, or are otherwise 
required to register with the Nationwide Mort-
gage Licensing System and Registry, the unique 
identifier assigned by the Nationwide Mortgage 
Licensing System and Registry, as established 
by the Conference of State Bank Supervisors 
and the American Association of Residential 
Mortgage Regulators.’’. 

(2) INSURED MORTGAGES.—Section 203 of the 
National Housing Act (12 U.S.C. 1709) is amend-
ed by adding at the end the following new sub-
section: 

‘‘(y) USE OF NATIONWIDE MORTGAGE LICENS-
ING SYSTEM AND REGISTRY FOR INSURED 
LOANS.—The Secretary may require each mort-
gage insured under this section to include the 
unique identifier (as such term is defined in sec-
tion 1503 of the S.A.F.E. Mortgage Licensing act 
of 2008 (12 U.S.C. 5102)) and any unique com-
pany identifier assigned by the Nationwide 
Mortgage Licensing System and Registry, as es-
tablished by the Conference of State Bank Su-
pervisors and the American Association of Resi-
dential Mortgage Regulators.’’. 

(b) COORDINATION WITH STATE REGULATORY 
AGENCIES.—Section 202 of the National Housing 
Act (12 U.S.C. 1708), as amended by the pre-
ceding provisions of this Act, is further amended 
by adding at the end the following new sub-
section: 

‘‘(l) INFORMATION SHARING WITH STATE REGU-
LATORY AGENCIES.— 

‘‘(1) JOINT PROTOCOL ON INFORMATION SHAR-
ING.—The Secretary shall, through consultation 
with State regulatory agencies, pursue protocols 
for information sharing, including the appro-
priate treatment of confidential or otherwise re-
stricted information, regarding either actions 
described in subsection (c)(3) of this section or 
disciplinary or enforcement actions by a State 
regulatory agency or agencies against a mort-
gagee (as such term is defined in subsection 
(c)(7)). 

‘‘(2) COORDINATION.—To the greatest extent 
possible, the Secretary and appropriate State 
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH4344 June 10, 2010 
regulatory agencies shall coordinate discipli-
nary and enforcement actions involving mortga-
gees (as such term is defined in subsection 
(c)(7)).’’. 
SEC. 10. REPORTING OF MORTGAGEE ACTIONS 

TAKEN AGAINST OTHER MORTGA-
GEES. 

Section 202 of the National Housing Act (12 
U.S.C. 1708(e)), as amended by the preceding 
provisions of this Act, is further amended by 
adding at the end the following new subsection: 

‘‘(m) NOTIFICATION OF MORTGAGEE ACTIONS.— 
The Secretary shall require each mortgagee, as 
a condition for approval by the Secretary to 
originate or underwrite mortgages on single 
family or multifamily housing that are insured 
by the Secretary, if such mortgagee engages in 
the purchase of mortgages insured by the Sec-
retary and originated by other mortgagees or in 
the purchase of the servicing rights to such 
mortgages, and such mortgagee at any time 
takes action to terminate or discontinue such 
purchases from another mortgagee based on any 
determination, evidence, or report of fraud or 
material misrepresentation in connection with 
the origination of such mortgages, the mort-
gagee shall, not later than 15 days after taking 
such action, shall notify the Secretary of the ac-
tion taken and the reasons for such action.’’. 
SEC. 11. ANNUAL ACTUARIAL STUDY AND QUAR-

TERLY REPORTS ON MUTUAL MORT-
GAGE INSURANCE FUND. 

Subsection (a) of section 202 of the National 
Housing Act (12 U.S.C. 1708(a)) is amended— 

(1) in the second sentence of paragraph (4), by 
inserting before the period at the end the fol-
lowing: ‘‘, any changes to the current or pro-
jected safety and soundness of the Fund since 
the most recent report under this paragraph or 
paragraph (5), and any risks to the Fund’’; and 

(2) in paragraph (5)— 
(A) in subparagraph (D), by striking ‘‘and’’ at 

the end; 
(B) in subparagraph (E), by striking the pe-

riod at the end and inserting ‘‘; and’’; 
(C) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(F) any other factors that are likely to have 

an impact on the financial status of the Fund or 
cause any material changes to the current or 
projected safety and soundness of the Fund 
since the most recent report under paragraph 
(4). 

The Secretary may include in the report under 
this paragraph any recommendations not made 
in the most recent report under paragraph (4) 
that may be needed to ensure that the Fund re-
mains financially sound.’’. 
SEC. 12. REVIEW OF DOWNPAYMENT REQUIRE-

MENTS. 
Section 205 of the National Housing Act (12 

U.S.C. 1711) is amended by adding at the end 
the following new subsection: 

‘‘(g) REVIEW OF DOWNPAYMENT REQUIRE-
MENTS.—If, at any time when the capital ratio 
(as such term is defined in subsection (f)) of the 
Mutual Mortgage Insurance Fund does not com-
ply with the requirement under subsection (f)(1), 
the Secretary establishes a cash investment re-
quirement, for all mortgages or mortgagors or 
with respect to any group of mortgages or mort-
gagors, that exceeds the minimum percentage or 
amount required under section 203(b)(9), there-
after upon the capital ratio first complying with 
the requirement under subsection (f)(1) the Sec-
retary shall review such cash investment re-
quirement and, if the Secretary determines that 
such percentage or amount may be reduced 
while maintaining such compliance, the Sec-
retary shall subsequently reduce such require-
ment by such percentage or amount as the Sec-
retary considers appropriate.’’. 
SEC. 13. DEFAULT AND ORIGINATION INFORMA-

TION BY LOAN SERVICER AND ORIGI-
NATING DIRECT ENDORSEMENT 
LENDER. 

(a) COLLECTION OF INFORMATION.—Paragraph 
(2) of section 540(b) of the National Housing Act 

(12 U.S.C. 1712 U.S.C. 1735f–18(b)(2)) is amended 
by adding at the end the following new sub-
paragraph: 

‘‘(C) For each entity that services insured 
mortgages, data on the performance of mort-
gages originated during each calendar quarter 
occurring during the applicable collection pe-
riod, disaggregated by the direct endorsement 
mortgagee from whom such entity acquired such 
servicing.’’. 

(b) APPLICABILITY.—Information described in 
subparagraph (C) of section 540(b)(2) of the Na-
tional Housing Act, as added by subsection (a) 
of this section, shall first be made available 
under such section 540 for the applicable collec-
tion period (as such term is defined in such sec-
tion) relating to the first calendar quarter end-
ing after the expiration of the 12-month period 
that begins on the date of the enactment of this 
Act. 
SEC. 14. THIRD PARTY SERVICER OUTREACH. 

(a) AUTHORITY.—The Secretary of Housing 
and Urban Development may, to the extent any 
amounts for fiscal year 2010 or 2011 are made 
available in advance in appropriation Acts for 
reimbursements under this section, provide reim-
bursement to servicers of covered mortgages (as 
such term is defined in subsection (e)) for costs 
of obtaining the services of independent third 
parties meeting the requirements under sub-
section (b) of this section to make in-person con-
tact with mortgagors under covered mortgages 
whose payments under such mortgages are 60 or 
more days past due, solely for the purposes of 
providing information to such mortgagors re-
garding— 

(1) available counseling by housing counseling 
agencies approved by the Secretary ; and 

(2) available mortgage loan modification, refi-
nance, and assistance programs. 

(b) QUALIFIED INDEPENDENT THIRD PARTIES.— 
An independent third party meets the require-
ments of this subsection if the third party— 

(1) is an entity, including a housing coun-
seling agency approved by the Secretary, that 
meets standards, qualifications, and require-
ments (including regarding foreclosure preven-
tion training, quality monitoring, safeguarding 
of non-public information) established by the 
Secretary for purposes of this section for in-per-
son contact about available mortgage loan modi-
fication, refinance, and assistance programs; 
and 

(2) does not charge any fees or require other 
payments, directly or indirectly, from any mort-
gagor for making in-person contact and pro-
viding information and documents under this 
section. 

(c) TREATMENT OF PERSONAL, NON-PUBLIC, 
AND CONFIDENTIAL INFORMATION.—An inde-
pendent third party whose services are obtained 
using amounts made available for use under this 
section and the mortgage servicer obtaining 
such services shall not use, disclose, or dis-
tribute any personal, non-public, or confidential 
information about a mortgagor obtained during 
an in-person contact with the mortgagor, except 
for purposes of engaging in the process of modi-
fication or refinance of the covered mortgage. 

(d) DATE OF CONTACT AND DISCLOSURES.— 
Each independent third party whose services 
are obtained by a mortgage servicer using 
amounts made available for use under this sec-
tion shall— 

(1) initiate in-person contact with a mortgagor 
not later than 10 days after the date upon 
which payments under the covered mortgage of 
the mortgagor become 60 days past due; and 

(2) upon making in-person contact with a 
mortgagor, provide the mortgagor with a written 
document that discloses— 

(A) the name of, and contact information for, 
the independent third party and the mortgage 
servicer; 

(B) that the independent third party has con-
tracted with the mortgage servicer to provide the 
in-person contact at no charge to the mortgagor; 

(C) that the independent third party is an 
agent of the mortgage servicer; 

(D) that the in-person contact with the mort-
gagor consists of providing information about 
available counseling by a housing counseling 
agency approved by the Secretary and available 
mortgage loan modification, refinance, and as-
sistance programs; 

(E) that the independent third party and the 
mortgage servicer are prohibited from the use, 
disclosure, or distribution of personal, non-pub-
lic, and confidential information about the 
mortgagor, obtained during the in-person con-
tact, except for purposes of engaging in the 
process of modification or refinance of the cov-
ered mortgage; 

(F) any other information that the Secretary 
determines should be disclosed. 

(e) DEFINITION OF COVERED MORTGAGE.—For 
purposes of this section, the term ‘‘covered mort-
gage’’ means a mortgage on a 1- to 4-family resi-
dence insured under the provisions of subsection 
(b) or (k) of section 203, section 234(c), or 251 of 
the National Housing Act (12 U.S.C. 1709, 1715y, 
1715z–16). 
SEC. 15. GAO REPORTS ON FHA AND GINNIE MAE. 

Not later than the expiration of the 12-month 
period beginning on the date of the enactment 
of this Act, the Comptroller General of the 
United States shall submit to the Congress the 
following reports: 

(1) FHA REPORT.—A report on the single fam-
ily mortgage insurance programs of the Sec-
retary of Housing and Urban Development and 
the Mutual Mortgage Insurance Fund estab-
lished under section 202(a) of the National 
Housing Act (12 U.S.C. 1708(a)) that— 

(A) analyzes such Fund, the economic net 
worth, capital ratio, and unamortized insur-
ance-in-force (as such terms are defined in sec-
tion 205(f)(4) of such Act (12 U.S.C. 1711(f)(4))) 
of such Fund, the risks to the Fund, how the 
capital ratio of the Fund affects the mortgage 
insurance programs under the Fund and the 
broader housing market, the extent to which the 
housing markets are more dependent on mort-
gage insurance provided through the Fund since 
the financial crisis began in 2008, and the expo-
sure of the taxpayers for obligations of the 
Fund; 

(B) analyzes the methodology of the capital 
ratio for the Fund under section 205(f) of such 
Act and examines other alternative methodolo-
gies with respect to which methodology is most 
appropriate to meet the operational goals of the 
Fund under section 202(a)(7); 

(C) analyzes the effects of the increases in the 
limits on the maximum principal obligation of 
mortgages made by the FHA Modernization Act 
of 2008 (title I of division B of Public Law 110– 
289), section 202 of the Economic Stimulus Act of 
2008 (Public Law 110–185; 122 Stat. 620), section 
1202 of division A of the American Recovery and 
Reinvestment Act of 2009 (Public Law 111–5; 123 
Stat. 225), and section 166 of the Continuing Ap-
propriations Resolution, 2010 (as added by sec-
tion 104 of division B of Public Law 111–88; 123 
Stat. 29723) on— 

(i) the risks to and safety and soundness of 
the Fund; 

(ii) the impact on the affordability and avail-
ability of mortgage credit for borrowers for loans 
authorized under such higher loan limits; 

(iii) the private market for residential mort-
gage loans that are not insured by the Secretary 
of Housing and Urban Development; and 

(iv) the Federal National Mortgage Associa-
tion and the Federal Home Loan Mortgage Cor-
poration; and 

(D) analyzes the impact on affordability to 
FHA borrowers, and the impact to the Fund, of 
seller concessions or contributions to a borrower 
purchasing a residence using a mortgage that is 
insured by the Secretary. 

(2) GINNIE MAE.—A report on the Government 
National Mortgage Association that identifies— 

(A) the volume and share of the residential 
mortgage market that consists of mortgages that 
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back securities for which the payment for prin-
cipal and interest is guaranteed by such Asso-
ciation and how the Association has been af-
fected by the economic recession, credit crisis, 
and downturn in the housing markets occurring 
during 2008, 2009, and 2010; 

(B) the capacity of the Association to manage 
the volume of business it conducts and securities 
it guarantees, particularly with regard to the re-
cent dramatic increase in such volume, includ-
ing the ability of the Association to conduct ap-
propriate oversight of contractors and issuers of 
securities for which the payment of principal 
and interest is guaranteed by the Association 
and to determine whether the characteristics of 
various mortgage products constitute appro-
priate collateral for the federally guaranteed se-
curities for which payment of principal and in-
terest is guaranteed by such Association; 

(C) the impacts, if any, resulting from such 
increased volume of business conducted by the 
Association and securities it guarantees and the 
challenges such increased volume poses to the 
internal controls of the Association; and 

(D) the existing capital net worth require-
ments for aggregators of mortgages that issue se-
curities that are based on or backed by such 
mortgages and payment of principal and inter-
est on which is guaranteed by such Association 
and recommends an appropriate required level 
of net worth for such aggregators and issuers to 
protect the financial interests of the Federal 
Government and the taxpayers. 

The Acting CHAIR. No amendment 
to the committee amendment is in 
order except those printed in House Re-
port 111–503. Each amendment may be 
offered only in the order printed in the 
report, by a Member designated in the 
report, shall be considered read, shall 
be debatable for the time specified in 
the report equally divided and con-
trolled by the proponent and an oppo-
nent, shall not be subject to amend-
ment, and shall not be subject to a de-
mand for division of the question. 

AMENDMENT NO. 1 OFFERED BY MS. WATERS 
The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order 

to consider amendment No. 1 printed in 
House Report 111–503. 

Ms. WATERS. Mr. Chairman, I have 
an amendment at the desk made in 
order under the rule. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 
designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

Amendment No. 1 offered by Ms. WATERS: 
Page 9, line 19, after ‘‘single family’’ insert 

‘‘residences’’. 
Page 18, line 24, strike ‘‘12-month’’ and in-

sert ‘‘18-month’’. 
Page 14, after line 16, insert the following 

new section: 
SEC. 13. AUTHORIZATION TO PARTICIPATE IN 

THE ORIGINATION OF FHA-INSURED 
LOANS. 

(a) SINGLE FAMILY MORTGAGES.—Section 
203(b) of the National Housing Act (12 U.S.C. 
1709(b)) is amended by striking paragraph (1) 
and inserting the following new paragraph: 

‘‘(1) Have been made to a mortgagee ap-
proved by the Secretary or to a person or en-
tity authorized by the Secretary under sec-
tion 202(d)(1) to participate in the origina-
tion of the mortgage, and be held by a mort-
gagee approved by the Secretary as respon-
sible and able to service the mortgage prop-
erly.’’. 

(b) HOME EQUITY CONVERSION MORTGAGES.— 
Section 255(d) of the National Housing Act 
(12 U.S.C. 1715z–20(d)) is amended by striking 
paragraph (1) and inserting the following 
new paragraph: 

‘‘(1) have been originated by a mortgagee 
approved by, or by a person or entity author-
ized under section 202(d)(1) to participate in 
the origination by, the Secretary;’’. 

Page 14, line 17, strike ‘‘13’’ and insert 
‘‘14’’. 

Page 15, line 14, strike ‘‘14’’ and insert 
‘‘15’’. 

Strike line 23 on page 18 and all that fol-
lows through page 22, line 20, and insert the 
following: 
SEC. 16. GAO REPORT ON FHA. 

Not later than the expiration of the 12- 
month period beginning on the date of the 
enactment of this Act, the Comptroller Gen-
eral of the United States shall submit to the 
Congress a report on the single family mort-
gage insurance programs of the Secretary of 
Housing and Urban Development and the 
Mutual Mortgage Insurance Fund estab-
lished under section 202(a) of the National 
Housing Act (12 U.S.C. 1708(a)) that— 

(1) analyzes such Fund, the economic net 
worth, capital ratio, and unamortized insur-
ance-in-force (as such terms are defined in 
section 205(f)(4) of such Act (12 U.S.C. 
1711(f)(4))) of such Fund, the risks to the 
Fund, how the capital ratio of the Fund af-
fects the mortgage insurance programs 
under the Fund and the broader housing 
market, the extent to which the housing 
markets are more dependent on mortgage in-
surance provided through the Fund since the 
financial crisis began in 2008, and the expo-
sure of the taxpayers for obligations of the 
Fund; 

(2) analyzes the methodology for deter-
mining the Fund’s capital ratio under sec-
tion 205(f) of such Act and examines alter-
native methods for assessing the Fund’s fi-
nancial condition and their potential im-
pacts on the Fund’s ability to meet the oper-
ational goals under section 202(a)(7) of such 
Act; 

(3) analyzes the potential effects of the in-
creases in the limits on the maximum prin-
cipal obligation of mortgages made by the 
FHA Modernization Act of 2008 (title I of di-
vision B of Public Law 110–289), section 202 of 
the Economic Stimulus Act of 2008 (Public 
Law 110–185; 122 Stat. 620), section 1202 of di-
vision A of the American Recovery and Rein-
vestment Act of 2009 (Public Law 111–5; 123 
Stat. 225), and section 166 of the Continuing 
Appropriations Resolution, 2010 (as added by 
section 104 of division B of Public Law 111–88; 
123 Stat. 29723) on— 

(A) the risks to and safety and soundness 
of the Fund; 

(B) the impact on the affordability and 
availability of mortgage credit for borrowers 
for loans authorized under such higher loan 
limits; 

(C) the private market for residential 
mortgage loans that are not insured by the 
Secretary of Housing and Urban Develop-
ment; and 

(D) the Federal National Mortgage Asso-
ciation and the Federal Home Loan Mort-
gage Corporation; and 

(4) analyzes the impact on affordability to 
FHA borrowers, and the impact to the Fund, 
of seller concessions or contributions to a 
borrower purchasing a residence using a 
mortgage that is insured by the Secretary. 

At the end of the bill, add the following 
new sections: 
SEC. 17. INCREASED LOAN LIMITS FOR DES-

IGNATED COUNTIES. 
(a) AUTHORITY.—Notwithstanding any 

other provision of law, the Secretary of 
Housing and Urban Development (in this sec-
tion referred to as the ‘‘Secretary’’) may in-
crease the dollar amount limitations on the 
principal obligation of mortgages otherwise 
determined under section 203(b)(2) of the Na-
tional Housing Act for any county that is 
designated under this section. 

(b) PROCEDURE.— 
(1) FEDERAL REGISTER NOTICE.—Any des-

ignation of a county under this section shall 
be made only pursuant to application by the 
county for such designation, in accordance 
with procedures that the Secretary may es-
tablish. The Secretary may establish such 
procedures only by publication in the Fed-
eral Register not later than 60 days after the 
date of the enactment of this Act. 

(2) FINAL DETERMINATION.—If the Secretary 
establishes procedures for applications under 
paragraph (1) and receives a completed appli-
cation for designation under this section of a 
county in accordance with such procedures, 
the Secretary shall issue a final determina-
tion regarding such application for designa-
tion, based on the criteria under subsection 
(c), not later than 60 days after such receipt. 

(c) DETERMINATION CRITERIA.—The Sec-
retary may designate an applicant county 
under this section only if the county is lo-
cated within a micropolitan area (as such 
term is defined by the Director of the Office 
of Management and Budget) and meets the 
following criteria: 

(1) More than 70 percent of the border of 
the applicant county abuts two or more met-
ropolitan statistical areas (as such term is 
defined by the Director of the Office of Man-
agement and Budget) for which each dollar 
amount limitation on the principal obliga-
tion of a mortgage that may be insured 
under section 203 of the National Housing 
Act, in effect at the time of such determina-
tion, is at least 40 percent greater than the 
dollar amount limitation for the same size 
residence for the applicant county. For pur-
poses of such calculation, the dollar amount 
limitations of such abutting counties shall 
not include any increase attributable to the 
authority under this section. 

(2) The applicant county has experienced 
significant population growth, as evidenced 
by an increase of 15 percent or more during 
the 10 years preceding the application, ac-
cording to statistics of the United States 
Census Bureau or such other appropriate cri-
teria as the Secretary shall establish. 

(3) The dollar amount limitation on the 
principal obligation of a mortgage on hous-
ing in the applicant county that may be in-
sured under section 203 of the National Hous-
ing Act, in effect at the time of such applica-
tion, is the minimum such dollar amount 
limitation allowable under the matter that 
follows clause (ii) in section 203(b)(2)(A) of 
the National Housing Act. 

(d) ESTABLISHMENT OF LOAN LIMITS.—For a 
county designated under this section, the 
Secretary may increase the maximum dollar 
amount limitations on the principal obliga-
tion of mortgages otherwise determined 
under section 203(b)(2) of the National Hous-
ing Act to such levels as are appropriate, 
taking into consideration the criteria estab-
lished for such designation, but not to exceed 
the dollar amount limitations for the abut-
ting metropolitan statistical area meeting 
the requirements of subsection (c)(1) that 
has the lowest such dollar amount limita-
tions. 

(e) EFFECTIVE DATE AND TERM OF DESIGNA-
TION OF NEW COUNTYWIDE LOAN LIMITS.—A 
designation of a county under this section, 
and the maximum dollar amount limitations 
for such county pursuant to subsection (d), 
shall— 

(1) take effect upon the expiration of the 
60-day period that begins upon the final de-
termination for the county referred to in 
subsection (b)(2); and 

(2) remain in effect until the end of the cal-
endar year in which such designation takes 
effect. 

(f) LOAN LIMITS FOR SUCCEEDING YEARS.— 
With respect to each calendar year imme-
diately following the calendar year in which 
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a county is designated under this subsection, 
the Secretary may, notwithstanding any 
other provision of law, continue or adjust 
the dollar amount limitations in effect pur-
suant to this section for such designated 
county for such preceding year, as appro-
priate, consistent with the criteria under 
this section. 
SEC. 18. IDENTIFICATION REQUIREMENTS FOR 

BORROWERS. 

Section 203 of the National Housing Act (12 
U.S.C. 1709), as amended by the preceding 
provisions of this Act, is further amended by 
adding at the end the following new sub-
section: 

‘‘(z) IDENTIFICATION REQUIREMENTS FOR 
BORROWERS.—No mortgage on a 1- to 4-fam-
ily dwelling may be insured under this title 
unless the mortgagor under such mortgage— 

‘‘(1) provides a valid Social Security Num-
ber; and 

‘‘(2) is (A) a United States citizen, (B) a 
lawful permanent resident alien, or (C) a 
non-permanent resident alien who legally re-
sides in and is authorized to work in the 
United States. 

The Secretary shall establish policies under 
which mortgagees verify compliance with 
the requirements under this subsection.’’. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 1424, the gentle-
woman from California (Ms. WATERS) 
and a Member opposed each will con-
trol 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from California. 

Ms. WATERS. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Chairman, the manager’s amend-
ment would make technical correc-
tions to the underlying FHA Reform 
Act of 2010 and would respond to a GAO 
request for more time to complete the 
mandated study on FHA. 

This amendment would also facili-
tate HUD’s implementation of a re-
cently finalized rule whereby FHA will 
no longer directly approve loan cor-
respondents or mortgage brokers but 
will require lenders to approve brokers. 

Under the language proposed in this 
amendment, loan correspondents would 
be permitted to continue closing loans 
in their own name, a critical business 
function, and continue to utilize table 
funding arrangements. 

This amendment also addresses eligi-
bility for FHA loans by requiring FHA 
borrowers to have a valid Social Secu-
rity number and limiting FHA loans to 
only U.S. citizens and legal immi-
grants. This language ensures that un-
documented immigrants or other indi-
viduals who are in the country unlaw-
fully cannot get FHA mortgages, while 
still providing that lawful immigrants 
can continue to stimulate demand in 
the U.S. housing market through the 
purchase of homes. 

Finally, this amendment provides 
that the Secretary may increase loan 
limits for micropolitan counties sur-
rounded by higher-cost areas that are 
experiencing significant growth. 

Again, this amendment strengthens 
an already strong bill, and I urge my 
colleagues to support it. 

Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance 
of my time. 

b 1130 

Mrs. CAPITO. Mr. Chairman, I claim 
the time in opposition, but I am not 
opposed to the amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR. Without objec-
tion, the gentlewoman from West Vir-
ginia is recognized for 5 minutes. 

There was no objection. 
Mrs. CAPITO. I would like to thank 

the chairwoman of the Housing Sub-
committee for her good work on this 
bill and for this manager’s amendment. 
We have worked together on this 
amendment, as we have with the rest 
of the bill. 

As she summarized in her statement, 
this provides provisions that drops out 
a few provisions that were problematic, 
but it also increases the requirements 
for identification, for a valid Social Se-
curity number and to be a U.S. citizen 
to be able to have access to FHA pro-
grams. I think it goes to the core of a 
lot of discussion that we’ve had on this 
floor, and certainly we want to make 
certain that those who are eligible for 
programs are able to access them and 
those that are ineligible are unable to 
access them. 

So as I said, we’ve worked together 
on this amendment, and I plan to sup-
port the manager’s amendment. 

With that, I yield back the balance of 
my time. 

Ms. WATERS. Mr. Chairman, I have 
no further requests for time on this 
amendment, and I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tlewoman from California (Ms. WA-
TERS). 

The question was taken; and the Act-
ing Chair announced that the ayes ap-
peared to have it. 

Ms. WATERS. Mr. Chair, I demand a 
recorded vote. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro-
ceedings on the amendment offered by 
the gentlewoman from California will 
be postponed. 

AMENDMENT NO. 2 OFFERED BY MR. CARDOZA 
The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order 

to consider amendment No. 2 printed in 
House Report 111–503. 

Mr. CARDOZA. Mr. Chairman, I have 
an amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 
designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

Amendment No. 2 offered by Mr. CARDOZA: 
Page 15, line 20, strike ‘‘(e)’’ and insert 

‘‘(f)’’. 
Page 18, after line 16, insert the following 

new subsection: 
(e) PRIORITY.—In providing reimburse-

ments under this section, the Secretary of 
Housing and Urban Development shall pro-
vide priority to independent third parties 
serving mortgagors under covered mortgages 
in areas experiencing a mortgage foreclosure 
rate and unemployment rate higher than the 
national average for the most recent 12- 
month period for which satisfactory data are 
available. 

Page 18, line 17, strike ‘‘(e)’’ and insert 
‘‘(f)’’. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 1424, the gentleman 
from California (Mr. CARDOZA) and a 
Member opposed each will control 5 
minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from California. 

Mr. CARDOZA. I yield myself such 
time as I may consume. 

In recent weeks we have seen a small 
but slow and steady improvement in 
the national housing market while 
other parts of the country, like my 
congressional district in the San Joa-
quin Valley, have continued to deterio-
rate. I have repeatedly explained to the 
administration that their programs are 
not doing enough to stem the problems 
of the rising tide of foreclosures in 
areas like the Central Valley in Cali-
fornia. 

As this economic devastation con-
tinues, we must redouble our efforts to 
help our constituents as we work to 
improve the fundamentals of the econ-
omy and hopefully eventually pull our-
selves out of this situation. We must 
ensure that we are doing everything 
that we can to help those who are suf-
fering the most. 

Counseling services are just one com-
ponent of this comprehensive approach 
that we need to deal with this ongoing 
crisis. People must know their options 
when faced with foreclosure so that 
they can make informed decisions 
based on their own personal cir-
cumstances. Navigating these options 
is often difficult, stressful, and con-
fusing to those who have never had to 
deal with such issues. Counseling can 
help some people find ways to stay in 
their homes while it offers others a 
path to resolve an impending fore-
closure and get back on their feet. 

If we are going to incentivize mort-
gage servicers to provide third-party 
counselors to borrowers who are behind 
on their mortgage payments, then we 
ought to make sure we give priority to 
those areas who are hurting the most. 
My amendment would prioritize fore-
closure counseling services to areas of 
the country that have been the hardest 
hit by the housing crisis. 

I urge my colleagues on both sides of 
the aisle to support this amendment 
and to refocus our efforts on those who 
need the help the most. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mrs. CAPITO. I would like to claim 

the time in opposition, although I am 
unopposed to the amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR. Without objec-
tion, the gentlewoman from West Vir-
ginia is recognized for 5 minutes. 

There was no objection. 
Mrs. CAPITO. I rise in support of the 

amendment offered by the gentleman 
from California. 

As my colleague from California 
knows all too well, rising foreclosure 
and delinquency rates continue to af-
fect all areas of the mortgage market. 
Secondary markets for mortgages have 
seen a significant drawback that has 
led to a reduction in the availability of 
credit. Lenders have tightened credit 
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standards making it more difficult for 
delinquent borrowers to refinance. 

At the same time, because of falling 
home prices and certainly in many 
parts of the country, like the gentle-
man’s home district, borrowers are 
finding themselves unable to refinance 
into more affordable or fixed-rate prod-
ucts because their outstanding mort-
gage loan balances exceed their homes’ 
values. 

States such as California, Florida, 
Arizona, and Nevada continue to domi-
nate the national delinquency and fore-
closure markets. The Cardoza amend-
ment prioritizes assistance to the areas 
that have been hardest hit by fore-
closure and unemployment compared 
to the rest of the country. 

I am prepared to support the gentle-
man’s amendment, and I would like to 
say that one area of the gentleman’s 
amendment that I particularly am in 
favor of—because we kind of go 
through this discussion on a lot of dif-
ferent bills, where to put the greater 
emphasis, and I think the greater em-
phasis and the greater dollar assistance 
need to go to the places that are the 
hardest hit and do have the most dif-
ficult problems. And so I think this is 
well-intentioned, and I would support 
the amendment. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. CARDOZA. Mr. Chairman, I 

thank the gentlelady for her comments 
and her support of my amendment. It 
is very important that we do move in 
this direction. 

At this time, I yield 1 minute to the 
chairwoman of the subcommittee, a 
true champion for those who are trying 
to remain in their homes, and she’s 
done so much to try to help us allevi-
ate the challenges that we face in my 
district and throughout our State, the 
gentlewoman from California (Ms. WA-
TERS). 

Ms. WATERS. I would like to thank 
my colleague from California. I cer-
tainly support this amendment. 

The gentleman from California has 
been one of the most active Members of 
this Congress in bringing attention to 
the economic fallout of the foreclosure 
crisis. I am well aware that his district 
located in my home State of California 
has one of the highest foreclosure rates 
in the country. California has the Na-
tion’s fourth highest foreclosure rate 
with one in every 192 housing units re-
ceiving a foreclosure filing last April. 

Unfortunately, due to the economic 
impacts of foreclosures on commu-
nities, high foreclosure rates are some-
times accompanied by high unemploy-
ment rates. At 13 percent, California’s 
unemployment rate is higher than the 
national unemployment rate of 9.5 per-
cent. By prioritizing foreclosure coun-
seling services to the hardest hit areas, 
this amendment would ensure that the 
homeowners most in need of these serv-
ices would receive them, helping to 
stabilize communities that are already 
facing economic troubles. 

I support this amendment, and I cer-
tainly thank the gentleman for offer-

ing it. I hope my colleagues will vote 
‘‘yes.’’ 

Mrs. CAPITO. Again, I voice my sup-
port for the amendment, and I yield 
back the balance of my time. 

Mr. CARDOZA. This amendment is 
straightforward and common sense. I 
believe that Congress must ensure that 
all efforts to provide assistance during 
these difficult times actually help 
those that need it the most. 

I urge adoption of the amendment, 
and I yield back the balance of my 
time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. CARDOZA). 

The amendment was agreed to. 
AMENDMENT NO. 3 OFFERED BY MR. CAO 

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order 
to consider amendment No. 3 printed in 
House Report 111–503. 

Mr. CAO. Mr. Chair, I have an amend-
ment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 
designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

Amendment No. 3 offered by Mr. CAO: 
Page 16, line 4, strike ‘‘and’’. 
Page 16, line 6, strike the period and insert 

‘‘; and’’. 
Page 16, after line 6, insert the following: 
(3) available counseling regarding financial 

management and credit risk. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 1424, the gentleman 
from Louisiana (Mr. CAO) and a Mem-
ber opposed each will control 5 min-
utes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Louisiana. 

Mr. CAO. Mr. Chairman, I rise today 
in support of my amendment to H.R. 
5072, the FHA Reform Act of 2010. The 
bill we are considering today is a 
much-needed piece of legislation to 
help bolster the Federal Housing Ad-
ministration and help prevent another 
housing crisis. 

As someone from a district that is 
both in recovery and one with incred-
ible housing needs, I especially appre-
ciate this bill. I congratulate Chairman 
FRANK and Ranking Member BACHUS 
for bringing this important legislation 
to the floor. 

I think the portion of the bill which 
provides information about loan modi-
fication and housing counseling to a 
mortgager at risk of early default is 
important. The amendment that I pro-
pose slightly expands this requirement 
by including language that includes 
credit risk and financial management 
counseling information. 

I know that many times, especially 
in the current economic downturn, peo-
ple headed for foreclosure have many 
other debt issues. Low- and middle-in-
come families, those most likely to 
have FHA loans, often don’t know that 
there is counseling available to help 
them understand the credit risk associ-
ated with foreclosure and loan modi-
fication. Many do not have the skills to 
manage this risk. They don’t know 
that there is often free or low-cost fi-

nancial management information 
available to them for help. That is why 
I have drafted the additional language 
to help these families get information 
about the full range of services avail-
able to them. This is good policy from 
which any constituent in my district 
can benefit. 

This is about giving people the infor-
mation they need to be successful. As 
policymakers, we should not only aim 
to preserve homeownership but to en-
courage responsible homeownership. 
By empowering people, we are taking a 
proactive stance towards aborting an-
other financial crisis. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
Ms. WATERS. I rise to claim the 

time in opposition, although I am not 
opposed to the amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR. Without objec-
tion, the gentlewoman from California 
is recognized for 5 minutes. 

There was no objection. 
Ms. WATERS. I thank the gentleman 

for this amendment which would en-
sure that FHA borrowers who are hav-
ing difficulty paying their loans would 
receive counseling about credit risk 
and financial management in addition 
to information about loan modification 
assistance and the availability of hous-
ing counseling. 

Financial literacy is an important 
tool for empowering consumers, espe-
cially those consumers who are having 
difficulty making mortgage payments. 
The gentleman’s amendment would en-
hance the housing counseling resources 
provided by the bill. By allowing bor-
rowers to learn about how to manage 
their non-mortgage debt, they could be 
helpful in ensuring that they are able 
to remain current in their mortgages 
after modification. 

I support this amendment, and I urge 
an ‘‘aye’’ vote. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mr. CAO. I yield back the balance of 

my time. 
The Acting CHAIR. The question is 

on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Louisiana (Mr. CAO). 

The amendment was agreed to. 
AMENDMENT NO. 4 OFFERED BY MS. BEAN 

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order 
to consider amendment No. 4 printed in 
House Report 111–503. 

Ms. BEAN. Mr. Chairman, I have an 
amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 
designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

Amendment No. 4 offered by Ms. BEAN: 
At the end of the bill, add the following 

new section: 
SEC. 16. AUTHORITY TO ESTABLISH HIGHER MIN-

IMUM CASH INVESTMENT REQUIRE-
MENT. 

(a) AUTHORITY.—Paragraph (9) of section 
203(b) of the National Housing Act (12 U.S.C. 
1709(b)(9)) is amended by adding at the end 
the following new subparagraph: 

‘‘(D) AUTHORITY TO ESTABLISH HIGHER MIN-
IMUM REQUIREMENT.—The Secretary may es-
tablish a higher minimum cash investment 
requirement than the minimum requirement 
under subsection (a), for all mortgagors or a 
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certain class or classes of mortgagors, which 
may be based on criteria related to bor-
rowers’ credit scores or other industry stand-
ards related to borrowers’ financial sound-
ness. In establishing such a higher minimum 
cash investment requirement, the Secretary 
shall take into consideration the findings of 
the most recent annual report to the Con-
gress on minimum cash investments pursu-
ant to section 16(b) of the FHA Reform Act 
of 2010.’’. 

(b) REPORT.—Not later than the expiration 
of the 12-month period beginning on the date 
of the enactment of this Act and annually 
thereafter, the Secretary of Housing and 
Urban Development shall submit to the Com-
mittee on Financial Services of the House of 
Representatives and the Committee on 
Banking, Housing, and Urban Affairs of the 
Senate a report detailing the implementa-
tion of the minimum cash investment re-
quirements under section 203(b)(9) of the Na-
tional Housing Act (12 U.S.C. 1709(b)(9)) and 
discussing and analyzing options for pro-
posed changes to such requirements, includ-
ing changes that would take into account 
borrowers’ credit scores or other industry 
standards related to borrowers’ financial 
soundness. Such report shall— 

(1) analyze the impacts that any actual or 
proposed such changes are projected to have 
on— 

(A) the financial soundness of the Mutual 
Mortgage Insurance Fund; 

(B) the housing finance market of the 
United States; and 

(C) the number of borrowers served by the 
Federal Housing Administration; 

(2) explain the reasons for any actual or 
proposed such changes in the such require-
ments made since the last report under this 
subsection; 

(3) evaluate the impact of any actual or 
proposed such changes in such requirements 
on the Mutual Mortgage Insurance Fund; 

(4) evaluate the impacts of any actual or 
proposed such changes on potential mortga-
gors under mortgages on one- to four-family 
dwellings insured by the Secretary under the 
National Housing Act; and 

(5) evaluate the impact of any actual or 
proposed such changes on the soundness of 
the housing market in the United States. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 1424, the gentle-
woman from Illinois (Ms. BEAN) and a 
Member opposed each will control 5 
minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from Illinois. 

Ms. BEAN. Mr. Chairman, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Chairman, the amendment I am 
here to talk to my colleagues about 
today protects taxpayers and increases 
government accountability while pre-
serving a critical program that has 
helped 37 million Americans become 
homeowners since 1934. 

My amendment requires HUD and the 
FHA to conduct annual comprehensive 
assessments and considerations for in-
creased minimum down payment re-
quirements in the FHA mortgage guar-
antee program and grants the FHA 
greater authority to do so. 

Currently, the minimum cash invest-
ment requirement, commonly referred 
to as the ‘‘down payment require-
ment,’’ is set at 3.5 percent. HUD has 
used its existing authority to propose a 
10 percent down payment requirement 
for borrowers with credit scores below 
580, and I applaud FHA Commissioner 

Stevens and HUD for this important 
step to protect taxpayer dollars. 

However, it’s important for HUD to 
be given clear direction on evaluating 
future down payment increases as data 
suggests that the foreclosure crisis is 
not yet over. 

According to core logic, approxi-
mately one in four borrowers are un-
derwater in their mortgages, which 
means they owe more than their house 
is currently worth. As borrowers be-
come increasingly underwater, they 
lose incentive to continue to pay their 
mortgage, which can lead to delin-
quency and further foreclosures. 

While it is difficult for individual 
homeowners to guard against large 
swings in the housing market, one im-
portant tool for preventing negative 
equity is to require a meaningful down 
payment. To make sure HUD is setting 
down payment requirements for the 
FHA program that will sufficiently 
protect the Federal Government from 
excessive defaults, my amendment re-
quires HUD to submit an annual report 
to Congress regarding proposed or ac-
tual increases. The report would re-
quire HUD to analyze the impacts that 
they would have on the financial 
soundness of the Mutual Mortgage In-
surance Fund—which is the reserve 
fund referenced frequently in today’s 
debate—also the effect on the housing 
finance market of the United States 
and the number of borrowers served by 
the FHA program. 

b 1145 
The amendment requires HUD to 

consider the findings of these annual 
reports in determining whether higher 
down payment requirements are war-
ranted. In addition, it grants authority 
to HUD to establish requirements for 
all borrowers or a class or classes of 
borrowers, and it directs HUD to con-
sider a borrower’s credit score when 
making these decisions. 

Combined, this amendment will man-
date HUD to evaluate resetting down 
payment requirements every year, and 
it will ensure the Federal Government 
is effectively protected from unneces-
sary risk. This amendment allows Con-
gress to protect taxpayers without 
being overly prescriptive or 
handcuffing the FHA with specific 
terms. Instead, it provides the FHA the 
authority to make fact-based decisions 
based on the level of defaults and mar-
ket conditions. 

We learned from the current mort-
gage crisis that the FHA needs the 
data and the flexibility to address 
changes in today’s more dynamic and 
diverse mortgage market and to pro-
tect taxpayers. We also recognize the 
importance of preserving access to af-
fordable mortgages for millions of 
American families. FHA has helped 
Americans attain home ownership and 
has provided crucial mortgage insur-
ance at times when the private market 
has pulled back from the mortgage 
market. 

This legislation well-complements 
the consumer and taxpayer protections 

in the Wall Street reforms Congress is 
moving towards final passage. 

I urge my colleagues to support the 
Bean amendment and the underlying 
bill. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mrs. CAPITO. I rise to claim time in 

opposition, although I’m not opposed 
to the amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR. Without objec-
tion, the gentlewoman from West Vir-
ginia is recognized for 5 minutes. 

There was no objection. 
Mrs. CAPITO. As the gentlewoman 

from Illinois stated, this gives HUD the 
authority to increase FHA down pay-
ments and would require an annual re-
port. I’d like to ask the gentlelady, if I 
could, a question about her amend-
ment, if she would be willing to help 
me out with some clarification. 

You mentioned in your statement 
that HUD had already raised the down 
payment requirements with those of 
credit scores of 580 and below up to 10 
percent. So my question is, it seems 
apparent to me that HUD already has 
the authority that you are granting in 
this amendment. HUD can already now 
go in and raise down payments. I would 
like to know what the distinction is or 
what the difference of the authority is 
that you’re granting in your amend-
ment from the authority that HUD al-
ready has. 

I yield to the gentlewoman from Illi-
nois. 

Ms. BEAN. Well, first of all, it’s man-
dating it. They have to evaluate the 
facts every year and then propose to 
Congress why they are or aren’t mak-
ing changes. So that’s different than 
what they’ve been required to do in the 
past. 

Mrs. CAPITO. But still, the authority 
they have to raise down payment re-
quirements is already existing in cur-
rent law. 

Ms. BEAN. They do have the author-
ity to make changes. 

Mrs. CAPITO. Basically, the change 
is more in the annual report and the 
requirement that HUD has to look at 
those reports and make a statement to 
the committee and to Congress? 

Ms. BEAN. That’s correct. 
Mrs. CAPITO. I thank the gentlelady 

for clarification, and as I said pre-
viously, I am prepared to support this 
amendment. 

I don’t believe I have any further re-
quests for time; so I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

Ms. BEAN. I yield such time as she 
may consume to Congresswoman WA-
TERS. 

Ms. WATERS. Mr. Chairman, this 
amendment reiterates the existing au-
thority of the Secretary of Housing and 
Urban Development to raise down pay-
ment standards if he deems it nec-
essary to ensure the financial health of 
FHA, and that is exactly what Sec-
retary Donovan, with the help of Com-
missioner Stevens is doing because 
data indicates it is the best thing to do 
for the current economic environment. 
In addition, the Secretary has the au-
thority to reduce this down payment 

VerDate Mar 15 2010 03:20 Oct 09, 2010 Jkt 089060 PO 00000 Frm 00016 Fmt 4634 Sfmt 0634 E:\RECORD10\RECFILES\H10JN0.REC H10JN0m
m

ah
er

 o
n 

D
S

K
69

S
O

Y
B

1P
R

O
D

 w
ith

 C
O

N
G

-R
E

C
-O

N
LI

N
E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE H4349 June 10, 2010 
should economic conditions change and 
data indicates that it can be done while 
preserving the health of the capital re-
serves. 

This amendment also calls for the 
Secretary to provide an annual report 
on the implementation of the min-
imum down payment requirement, the 
impact on FHA’s capital reserves, the 
housing market generally, all the num-
ber of FHA borrowers, and the impact 
of any proposed changes on borrowers 
on the fund. 

I believe this is a sensible amend-
ment that increases transparency and 
accountability and should receive 
strong, bipartisan support, and I thank 
Congresswoman BEAN for all of the 
work that she’s done on this com-
mittee and for this amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tlewoman from Illinois (Ms. BEAN). 

The amendment was agreed to. 
AMENDMENT NO. 5 OFFERED BY MR. GARRETT OF 

NEW JERSEY 
The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order 

to consider amendment No. 5 printed in 
House Report 111–503. 

Mr. GARRETT of New Jersey. Mr. 
Chairman, I have an amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 
designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

Amendment No. 5 offered by Mr. GARRETT 
of New Jersey: 

Page 3, after line 16, insert the following 
new section: 
SEC. 3. DOWNPAYMENT REQUIREMENT OF 5 PER-

CENT AND PROHIBITION OF FINANC-
ING OF CLOSING COSTS. 

Section 203 of the National Housing Act (12 
U.S.C. 1709) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (b)(9)(A), by striking ‘‘3.5 
percent’’ and inserting ‘‘5.0 percent’’; and 

(2) in subsections (b)(2) and (k)(3)(A), by 
striking ‘‘(including such initial service 
charges, appraisal, inspection, and other fees 
as the Secretary shall approve)’’ each place 
such term appears and inserting ‘‘(which 
may not include any initial service charges, 
appraisal, inspection, or other fees or closing 
costs as the Secretary shall prohibit)’’. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 1424, the gentleman 
from New Jersey (Mr. GARRETT) and a 
Member opposed each will control 5 
minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from New Jersey. 

Mr. GARRETT of New Jersey. I yield 
myself 3 minutes. 

I want to begin by restating the obvi-
ous, and that is, the FHA right now is 
in serious financial trouble. Their book 
of business during 2005 and 2006 and 2007 
was really pretty small back then, and 
in 2008, FHA’s lending took off to real-
ly high levels and currently is around 
30 percent of the market. Typically, 
the default from mortgages occurs not 
in the first couple of years but in three, 
four, five, six, and seven years. 

So we’ve already seen a sharp in-
crease in delinquency and defaults with 
the FHA book, and we’ve not even got-
ten into the typically bad areas, the 
problem years for 2008 and 2009 so we’re 
probably going to see those numbers go 
off the track. 

Some of my colleagues on the other 
side of the aisle may say that there 
isn’t going to be a problem because un-
derwriting standards have tightened up 
some and the average FICO score has 
gone up. If you think about it, that 
really misses the point. In the mort-
gage business, you make pennies and 
you lose dollars. Because of the tre-
mendous increase in volume, the FHA 
has insured thousands of more loans 
from higher credit borrowers but they 
insured thousands of more loans from 
more credit risky borrowers, too. 
Those numbers just aren’t going to bal-
ance out. So, when the FHA has to pay 
a claim on default, it costs signifi-
cantly more than the proceeds, than 
the few extra pennies they get by 
issuing more loans. For example, the 
premiums from 10 additional good 
loans would not cover the losses from 
10 additional riskier loans in default. 
In fact, I doubt it would cover even 
one. 

This point also debunks the claim 
that if you raise the down payment you 
will hurt the FHA because the accom-
panying reduction in volume will not 
allow them to collect as many fees. 
Why is that? The more loans you in-
sure, the more defaults you will experi-
ence and you will not be able to recoup 
the losses with those additional pre-
miums. 

A second point. Another argument 
they will make is that the FHA’s LTV 
ratio, the loan-to-value ratio, above 95 
percent are a lower percentage of the 
books today than they were just a few 
years ago, but this fails to acknowl-
edge that it’s because their book has 
grown so much over the last few years. 
So I would argue this, that of the total 
numbers, there are significantly more 
loans over there that are above 95 per-
cent LTV and over 96.5 which is a crit-
ical number simply because of their 
ability to finance the up-front pre-
miums now. And with more loans with 
higher LTVs means what? More riskier 
loans. 

FHA’s own actuarial report says this: 
‘‘Based on previous econometric stud-
ies of mortgage behavior, a borrower’s 
equity position in the mortgaged house 
is one of the most important drivers of 
default behavior. The larger the equity 
position a borrower has, the greater 
the incentive to avoid default on the 
loan.’’ 

So that’s why I’ve come up with this 
amendment. It’s not a 20 percent down 
payment or 15 percent or even a 10 per-
cent, which many private lenders right 
now require, but we go for the reason-
able one, the compromise, 5 percent 
down payment. I support home owners 
as much as the next guy, and I want ev-
erybody to be able to afford their own 
home if they could. But we have to 
learn something from our past history, 
and we have to be responsible here in 
this House. 

I find the debate over the problems 
with the FHA eerily similar to the de-
bates we’ve had leading up to Fannie 
Mae and Freddie Mac. As taxpayers 

now are pumping hundreds of billions 
of dollars into Fannie and Freddie now, 
history has shown that we were on the 
right side of the debate then with 
Fannie and Freddie then, and I want to 
make sure that when this FHA bill 
goes through this House now, and at 
the conclusion of this debate as well, I 
want to make sure that myself and all 
of my colleagues are on the right side 
of this debate as well. 

So I urge my colleagues to be all on 
the right side of this, this debate in 
history and to support my amendment. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. Mr. 

Chairman, I rise to claim the time in 
opposition. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. I yield 
myself 3 minutes. 

Mr. Chairman, there were several as-
pects of the debate over housing during 
the period that led up to the crisis. 
Part of it was over Fannie Mae and 
Freddie Mac, but an even bigger part— 
because it involved Fannie Mae and 
Freddie Mac—was over sub-prime loans 
being made largely, although not en-
tirely, on the unregulated banking sys-
tem, and there were those who de-
fended that. There were those who op-
posed efforts to rein it in. 

In fact, with regard to Fannie Mae 
and Freddie Mac, I changed my own po-
sition with regard to them when in 2004 
the administration, without congres-
sional input, ordered Fannie Mae and 
Freddie Mac to buy more loans from 
people below the median income. We 
tried, many of us, during the period of 
2004, 2005, and 2006 to get legislation 
adopted to ban sub-prime loans being 
granted imprudently. We had, the Con-
gress, given the Federal Reserve the 
authority to do that in 1994, but Mr. 
Greenspan refused to do that. He since 
has apologized for that error. 

So the question was not whether or 
not there was a general lack of dis-
cipline but whether there was a par-
ticular lack of discipline in containing 
sub-prime mortgages. The relevance of 
that is that the FHA doesn’t do that. 
In fact, at a time of general ideological 
opposition of regulation of the mort-
gage market outside the banking sys-
tem, there was very little regulation of 
sub-prime mortgages being granted to 
people who couldn’t afford them, who 
made no down payment, who didn’t 
have to document their income. Be-
cause of all that, we ran into these 
problems, and the FHA’s percentage 
went down. That’s a major reason why 
the FHA went down. The FHA has 
never been guilty of that laxity of 
practice. 

So, part of the reason for the in-
crease in the FHA share is that we 
have been able finally to cut back on 
the sub-prime mortgages being granted 
imprudently, and the FHA has much 
stricter standards. Yet, I want to 
stress—and this is a major cause of the 
Fannie and Freddie problem is that 
they were pushed into buying sub- 
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prime mortgages that never should 
have been given in the first place. 
That’s not the FHA. 

It’s also the case that the FHA has 
stepped up in recent years, probably at 
congressional urging. The down pay-
ment has gone up. The up-front fee has 
gone up. The FHA has power now to go 
up to a 10 percent and has done this, a 
10 percent down payment for people 
with a weak credit score. That’s al-
ready part of the FHA’s proposal. 

The gentlewoman from Illinois’ 
amendment just adopted makes it 
clear they can do even more, but to go 
beyond that, to the degree the gen-
tleman from New Jersey wants to do, 
would undercut the ability of people 
who are capable of paying their mort-
gages from getting mortgage loans. 
That’s why we have an unusual coali-
tion opposing this amendment. It actu-
ally included a majority of the Repub-
licans on the Committee on Financial 
Services who voted against this amend-
ment, but it includes people on all 
sides of the housing market. 

The Acting CHAIR. The time of the 
gentleman has expired. 

Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. I yield 
myself an additional 30 seconds. 

We have the Consumer Federation, 
the Center for Responsible Lending, 
the people who have distinguished 
themselves by being opposed to sub- 
prime lending when others in this 
Chamber didn’t want any restriction, 
and the Realtors and the home build-
ers, those who are in the business of 
providing housing, those who are advo-
cates for consumers come together to 
say this goes too far and would go be-
yond what is needed for responsible 
lending. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. GARRETT of New Jersey. I yield 

1 minute to the gentleman from Ari-
zona (Mr. FLAKE). 

Mr. FLAKE. I thank the gentleman 
for yielding. 

I rise in support of the amendment. 
We can learn from history but we 

really can’t revise it as much as we 
want to try. We’re hearing the same ar-
guments now that we heard about 
Fannie and Freddie, that there’s no 
trouble, they’re solvent, everything’s 
fine. We’re hearing the same thing with 
FHA now, but I can tell you, when FHA 
insured simply, what was it one in fifty 
homes, now it’s one in four, or guaran-
tees the loan on that amount, we’re 
going to face trouble here unless we 
make additional changes to the ones 
that are being proposed to this bill. 
This is a prudent amendment. 

It would raise from 3.5 to 5 percent 
the minimum down payment. It gives 
more individuals more skin in the 
game for their home and fewer individ-
uals will walk away. They will try to 
work it out and try to make their 
mortgages go on. 

b 1200 

We cannot afford to ignore history, 
and if we reject this amendment, we 
are ignoring history. 

Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Speaker, I have the right to close. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. GARRETT of New Jersey. Mr. 

Speaker, to close, I take, to begin with, 
the words of the gentlewoman from Il-
linois who really makes my case in her 
amendment which, really, unfortu-
nately, does not go far enough. She 
says, on the floor, that the FHA does 
need clear direction what to do in this 
area of downpayments. Unfortunately, 
they have not done the job up to this 
point in time, and now she says we 
have to give them that clear direction. 
That is what my amendment would do. 

In no uncertain terms, we would say 
that those people who are not the best 
risks out there should have a minimum 
of 5 percent down. I also take from her 
very own words, she points out the fact 
that one out of four homes right now 
are under water. Well, do we want to 
find ourselves in this situation again 4 
or 5 years from now from those very 
same people when one out of four 
homeowners are under water when 
they only have a few couple of percent-
age points down on their house that 
they are going to say, I can simply 
walk away from this house because 
there is really not much of an invest-
ment in it. 

I don’t think we want to rehash this 
argument again. I don’t think we want 
to be in this situation again where the 
American taxpayer is put on the hook, 
just as it is now, to the tune of $400 bil-
lion over the life of the GSAs. We don’t 
want to have to come out and bail out 
FHAs. 

Let’s do the prudent thing right now. 
Let’s be on the right side of history 
and make sure we have a prudent 
downpayment for FHA loans. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. Mr. 

Chairman, may I inquire how much 
time remains? 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Massachusetts has 11⁄2 minutes. 

Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. First, 
Mr. Chairman, let me be clear, the 
FHA has gone beyond the gentleman 
from New Jersey with regard to bor-
rowers who are risky. For borrowers 
with a 580 or below credit score, the 
FHA has already used the authority we 
have given them to raise the downpay-
ment to 10 percent, so we are talking 
about people above the 580 credit score. 

Secondly, there was a total 
misreading of history with Fannie Mae 
and Freddie Mac. Yes, some of us 
thought earlier there wasn’t a problem. 
After it was in order by the Bush ad-
ministration in 2004 for them to get to 
more than 50 percent of purchases or 
mortgages for people below the median 
income, many of us changed our posi-
tion and pushed for reform of Fannie 
Mae and Freddie Mac. 

Unfortunately, that didn’t happen, 
because of a dispute between the Re-
publican House and the Republican 
Senate, until 2007, when this House 
took the lead and finally got it done in 
2008. But the problem was that 

throughout that, we had ideological op-
position from the deregulators against 
restricting subprime loans of the sort 
that led to trouble, and the FHA 
doesn’t do that. 

Mr. Speaker, I would submit for the 
RECORD letters from the Mortgage 
Bankers Association, National Associa-
tion of Home Builders, National Asso-
ciation of REALTORS, Centers for Re-
sponsible Lending, the National Asso-
ciation of Consumer Advocates, the Na-
tional Council of La Raza, Consumer 
Federation of America who point out 
not that we don’t need restriction but 
that the FHA already has them. Again, 
to confuse this with the situation in 
which ideological opposition to sen-
sible regulation allowed subprime 
loans to predominate outside the FHA 
is a confusion of the reality. 

JUNE 9, 2010. 
Hon. BARNEY FRANK, 
Chair, House Committee on Financial Services, 

Rayburn House Office Building, Wash-
ington, DC. 

DEAR CONGRESSMAN FRANK: The Federal 
Housing Administration’s mortgage insur-
ance program has never been more impor-
tant to our housing markets than it is today. 
During this period of prolonged stress in our 
markets, Congress should avoid making any 
program changes that would further harm 
consumers and stall our economic recovery. 
The organizations listed below strongly op-
pose amendments to H.R. 5072, the FHA Re-
form Act, which would increase FHA’s down-
payment requirement, decrease FHA’s loan 
limits, or otherwise limit FHA’s ability to 
insure loans. 

Raising FHA’s downpayment requirement 
will do little to strengthen FHA’s capital re-
serve ratio. Rather, it will put homeowner-
ship out of reach for many families and for 
others could deplete their cash reserves for 
home and other emergencies. Increasing 
FHA’s downpayment could disenfranchise 
more than 300,000 responsible homeowners. 
We strongly oppose this amendment offered 
by Rep. Garrett (R–NJ). 

We also oppose an amendment offered by 
Rep. Price (R–GA) that would limit FHA’s 
market share to 10 percent of the housing fi-
nance market. We all welcome the return of 
private lending and corresponding reduction 
in FHA’s market share, as that will indicate 
a return to a healthy housing market. But 
today, FHA is appropriately serving its 
countercyclical role of providing credit and 
needed liquidity when the private market is 
not available to many homebuyers. Legis-
lating an arbitrary reduction in market 
share in the midst of a housing downturn 
will have a negative impact on homeowner-
ship. We strongly oppose this amendment 
which will dramatically harm our nation’s 
economic recovery. 

Lastly, we ask you to oppose an amend-
ment by Rep. Turner (R–OH) that would re-
duce the FHA loan limits. FHA’s loan limits 
were temporarily increased in the Economic 
Stimulus Act of 2008. These higher limits 
allow American families in communities na-
tionwide to obtain safe, affordable mortgage 
financing. Decreasing these limits would 
have a significant impact on the recovery of 
many housing markets and the overall li-
quidity of the mortgage industry. Today the 
private market for loans above the existing 
limits is small. Reducing the FHA limits will 
paralyze home sales above the cap, and hurt 
our housing recovery. 

FHA is a critical part of our housing econ-
omy. Its programs offer borrowers access to 
prime-rate mortgages, require stringent un-
derwriting, and will not insure a loan with a 
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loan-to-value greater than 96.5 percent. We 
urge you to oppose these amendments that 
will only hamper this important program. 

Sincerely, 
MORTGAGE BANKERS 

ASSOCIATION. 
NATIONAL ASSOCIATION OF 

HOME BUILDERS. 
NATIONAL ASSOCIATION OF 

REALTORS. 

JUNE 7, 2010. 
DEAR REPRESENTATIVE: We write in strong 

support of H.R. 5072, FHA Reform Act of 2010, 
scheduled for consideration by the House 
this week. The Federal Housing Administra-
tion (FHA) is playing its intended counter-
cyclical role, providing borrowers with ac-
cess to prime credit. Moreover, the FHA has 
already taken aggressive steps to manage 
credit risk and it has appropriate discretion 
to take additional action as necessary. H.R. 
5072 provides the necessary tools to insure 
the financial stability of FHA and to protect 
taxpayers from risk. 

We strongly oppose any amendments to 
further raise the FHA-required downpay-
ment. Congress addressed this issue in 2008 
with the passage of the Housing and Eco-
nomic Recovery Act, which increased FHA’s 
downpayment requirement from 3 percent to 
3.5 percent. The current downpayment re-
quirement represents a significant financial 
commitment and sufficient investment to in-
sure a borrower’s seriousness about home-
ownership. Increasing FHA’s downpayment 
to 5 percent would, according to the U.S. De-
partment of Housing and Urban Develop-
ment, reduce the volume of loans endorsed 
by FHA by more than 40 percent, while only 
contributing $500 million in additional budg-
et receipts (as opposed to the expected $4.1 
billion from the other announced changes to 
the program). 

The proposed change could have an espe-
cially harsh impact on African-American 
and Hispanic borrowers, who traditionally 
have much lower accumulated wealth and 
have benefited from the opportunities that 
fully documented, standard FHA loans with 
low down payments offer. 

FHA is a critical part of our nation’s eco-
nomic recovery. Increasing the downpay-
ment requirement will make homeownership 
more difficult for American families and dis-
enfranchise more than 300,000 responsible 
homebuyers. This is not the time to make 
unnecessary steps to a program that is serv-
ing such a vital function in our housing fi-
nance system. We urge you to oppose any 
amendments to increase FHA’s downpay-
ment requirement. 

Sincerely, 
CENTER FOR RESPONSIBLE 

LENDING. 
CONSUMER FEDERATION OF 

AMERICA. 
NATIONAL ASSOCIATION OF 

CONSUMER ADVOCATES. 
NATIONAL ASSOCIATION OF 

REALTORS. 
NATIONAL COUNCIL OF LA 

RAZA. 
NATIONAL FAIR HOUSING 

ALLIANCE. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
The Acting CHAIR. The question is 

on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from New Jersey (Mr. GAR-
RETT). 

The question was taken; and the Act-
ing Chair announced that the noes ap-
peared to have it. 

Mr. GARRETT of New Jersey. Mr. 
Chair, I demand a recorded vote. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro-

ceedings on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from New Jersey will be 
postponed. 

AMENDMENT NO. 6 OFFERED BY MR. TIERNEY 
The Acting CHAIR (Mr. CUELLAR). It 

is now in order to consider amendment 
No. 6 printed in House Report 111–503. 

Mr. TIERNEY. Mr. Chairman, I have 
an amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 
designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

At the end of the bill, add the following 
new section: 
SEC. 16. MORTGAGE INSURANCE PREMIUM RE-

FUNDS. 
(a) AUTHORITY.—The Secretary of Housing 

and Urban Development shall, to the extent 
that amounts are made available pursuant to 
subsection (c), provide refunds of unearned 
premium charges paid at the time of insur-
ance for mortgage insurance under title II of 
the National Housing Act (12 U.S.C. 1707 et 
seq.) to or on behalf of mortgagors under 
mortgages described in subsection (b). 

(b) ELIGIBLE MORTGAGES.—A mortgage de-
scribed in this section is a mortgage on a 
one- to four-family dwelling that— 

(1) was insured under title II of the Na-
tional Housing Act (12 U.S.C. 1707 et seq.); 

(2) is otherwise eligible, under the last sen-
tence of subparagraph (A) of section 203(c)(2) 
of such Act (12 U.S.C. 1709(c)(2)(A)), for a re-
fund of all unearned premium charges paid 
on the mortgage pursuant to such subpara-
graph, except that the mortgage— 

(A) was closed before December 8, 2004; and 
(B) was endorsed on or after such date. 
(c) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 

There is authorized to be appropriated for 
each fiscal year such sums as may be nec-
essary to provide refunds of unearned mort-
gage insurance premiums pursuant to this 
section. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 1424, the gentleman 
from Massachusetts (Mr. TIERNEY) and 
a Member opposed each will control 5 
minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Massachusetts. 

Mr. TIERNEY. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Chairman, there are instances 
when, after we have done all the re-
search and completed all other options 
and exhausted them, a legislative rem-
edy may still be required in order to 
help our constituents in our district of-
fices with a particular problem. Those 
occasions give us the opportunity to 
evidence how Congress can work on 
their behalf, how Congress can help 
solve problems, and how Congress 
could have a direct and positive effect 
on people’s lives. This is one of those 
times, and I appreciate the fact that 
the Rules Committee has made this 
amendment in order. 

This amendment seeks to assist 
those people who, while they were in 
the process of pursuing their dream of 
homeownership, were unfairly im-
pacted by a statutory change to HUD’s 
upfront mortgage insurance premium 
refund policy. Now, under HUD’s Up-
front Mortgage Insurance Premium Re-
fund policy, borrowers paid an upfront 
mortgage insurance of 11⁄2 percent of 
their FHA loan amount, and if they 

prepaid their loans, the borrowers 
could be due refunds on that prepaid 
insurance amount. 

However, in 2005, with the Consoli-
dated Appropriations Act, Congress in-
cluded language directing that the 
mortgages after the time of that date 
of enactment, which was December 8, 
2004, that would no longer be true. Bor-
rowers would no longer be eligible for 
refunds of their prepaid insurance. 

So now there are about 15,000 people 
in this country who tried to do the 
right thing and play by the rules. They 
are constituents of all of ours who 
closed on their mortgage before that 
December 8, 2004, date in order to be 
able to get their refund. But, regret-
tably, they were prevented from receiv-
ing their refund because HUD didn’t 
endorse their loan until after December 
8, 2004. Now the constituents tell us 
they were never adequately informed 
by the lender of those potential provi-
sions, and the lenders tell us they 
didn’t do it because they weren’t told 
by HUD until after the effective date, 
in fact, not until January of 2005. 

I know of one particular family in 
my district from Gloucester, Massa-
chusetts, who were harmed by that new 
provision in the law. They did every-
thing right. They played by the rules. 
They closed their loan in November of 
2004 without notice of the change of 
law, but they have been prevented from 
receiving their refund of some $4,200 be-
cause HUD didn’t do their mortgage 
until after December 10 of 2004. Cer-
tainly, that’s an unintended con-
sequence of the provisions in the Con-
solidated Appropriations Act of 2005. 

This amendment makes a meaningful 
first step toward helping certain eligi-
ble homeowners and borrowers, many 
of whom are low-income families, as I 
say, who played by the rules. I say this 
is a first step because we later have to 
go to Appropriations to get money to 
fulfill this policy. But this clearly is 
the right policy. It is the fair thing to 
do. It is the right thing to do, and we 
have to discuss and argue about the 
money to appropriate in order to make 
whole these people at a later date. 

But I suggest that if we all want to 
do the right thing by policy, I urge my 
colleagues to support this amendment. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mrs. CAPITO. Mr. Chairman, I rise to 

claim time in opposition to the amend-
ment. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentlewoman 
from West Virginia is recognized for 5 
minutes. 

Mrs. CAPITO. I think the gentleman 
from Massachusetts brings forward an 
issue, and I have great sympathy for 
those who are caught basically, it 
sounds like, in a bureaucratic maze 
here, missed a date not really by their 
own doing but by maybe just because 
of the process they were involved in. 

The question I have, and the reason I 
have skepticism on the gentleman’s 
amendment, he began with, I think the 
number that the gentleman said, this 
may influence 15,000 folks. 
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Was that the number that you said in 

your statement? 
I yield to the gentleman from Massa-

chusetts. 
Mr. TIERNEY. Yes, 15,593, according 

to the Department. 
Mrs. CAPITO. The other question I 

would ask the gentleman, and I know 
we would have to go to Appropriations 
to get the money allotted for this par-
ticular amendment: What would be the 
approximate cost of something like 
this? This is something where we are in 
this time of debt and deficit, and we 
need to cut our spending here. I think 
we need to be very vigilant on the bot-
tom line. What is the bottom line of 
this amendment? 

Mr. TIERNEY. I thank you for rais-
ing that point that this is a two-step 
process. This part of the process, in 
fact, talks about whether we will have 
a policy that will enable us at some ap-
propriate time to appropriate the 
money. 

Mrs. CAPITO. Right. 
Mr. TIERNEY. We are not appro-

priating the money now, and I think 
that’s a debate for another day and an-
other time if we decide whether we 
want to be fair to these people or put it 
off for some other time, but the total 
for that 15,593 people, according to the 
Department, would be $10,372,661.61, 
more or less. 

Mrs. CAPITO. Thank you. Very pre-
cise. I appreciate that. 

I still have skepticism even about 10 
million, which in everyday dollars is 
still quite a bit of money. And, as I 
said, we need to look at what we are 
doing on the bottom line here. 

So, while I am very sympathetic and 
I think that the amendment has some 
merit, I would stand in opposition to 
the amendment. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mr. TIERNEY. Mr. Chairman, I un-

derstand that $10 million is $10 million, 
and that’s a lot of money to each one 
of us individually and, of course, we 
should be concerned. It’s not propor-
tionately a lot in our $1.7 trillion budg-
et. 

But I think the real number to look 
at here is what does it mean to these 
individuals who are harmed by govern-
ment policy on no doing of their own. 
So if it’s $4,200 to a family in my dis-
trict or $4,200 to a family in the gentle-
woman’s district, that’s what’s driving 
our economy right now. 

For people to have every expectation 
of getting the return of that money 
and to play by the rules only to have 
the bureaucracy undercut them, I 
think that’s the issue of fairness that 
we are dealing with here. 

Now, we will have an issue later on 
about whether or not we think now is 
the appropriate time to put $10 million 
on the floor to help people out, and 
that will be a day for them. But I think 
we should deal with the policy now and 
authorize that to be done at some date 
either this year or next year, or when-
ever we can make the argument in 
Congress that it’s time to be fair. 

I think we can all say in this amount, 
given the huge meaning this is to indi-
viduals, now is the time to be fair; 
15,000 people wronged by government 
bureaucracy in amounts that are every 
bit as significant to them individually, 
the $4,200, as $10 million may be to all 
of us in the aggregate. It’s an impact 
on their lives. It’s whether or not their 
families are going to be able to make it 
through this crisis, whether or not 
they are going to be able to meet the 
everyday needs of food, health care, 
education, clothing and those things 
that are important to their family. 

Again, in closing, I just reiterate, 
this is the authorization process. Let’s 
set the policy of fairness. We can de-
bate the other later. And let’s keep in 
mind these people played by the rules, 
did what was right, and deserve to 
know, at least as a policy matter, Con-
gress will stand with them. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
The Acting CHAIR. The question is 

on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Massachusetts (Mr. 
TIERNEY). 

The amendment was agreed to. 
AMENDMENT NO. 7 OFFERED BY MR. PRICE OF 

GEORGIA 
The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order 

to consider amendment No. 7 printed in 
House Report 111–503. 

Mr. PRICE of Georgia. Mr. Chair, I 
have an amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 
designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

At the end of the bill, add the following 
new section: 
SEC. 16. LIMITING ON FHA SHARE OF MORTGAGE 

MARKET. 
(a) 10 PERCENT LIMITATION.—Section 203 of 

the National Housing Act (12 U.S.C. 1709) is 
amended by inserting after subsection (h) 
the following new subsection: 

‘‘(i) LIMITATION ON FHA MARKET SHARE.— 
Notwithstanding any other provision of law, 
the aggregate number of mortgages secured 
by one- to four-family dwellings that are in-
sured under this title in fiscal year 2012 or 
any fiscal year thereafter may not exceed 10 
percent of the aggregate number of mort-
gages on such dwellings originated in the 
United States (but not including mortgages 
insured under this title), as determined by 
the Secretary after consultation with appro-
priate Federal financial regulatory agencies, 
during the preceding fiscal year.’’. 

(b) PLAN.—Not later than the expiration of 
the 90-day period beginning upon the date of 
the enactment of this Act, the Secretary of 
Housing and Urban Development shall sub-
mit to the Congress a plan setting forth a 
strategy and actions to be taken to ensure 
compliance with section 203(i) of the Na-
tional Housing Act, as added by the amend-
ment made by subsection (a) of this section. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 1424, the gentleman 
from Georgia (Mr. PRICE) and a Mem-
ber opposed each will control 5 min-
utes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Georgia. 

Mr. PRICE of Georgia. I want to com-
mend the chairman of the committee 
and the ranking member for moving 
this particular piece of legislation. I 

particularly want to commend the gen-
tlewoman from West Virginia (Mrs. 
CAPITO) for her great work in this area. 
She has been a dynamic and an excel-
lent leader in this area and, indeed, she 
is to be commended. 

Mr. Chairman, this bill incorporates 
some very positive moves. Clearly, the 
housing market has had significant 
challenges, and the question that we 
ought to be asking ourselves is how 
best to recover. Most experts would 
agree that, in order to move forward, 
we need to move toward less market 
distortion. 

It might be helpful if we focus on the 
FHA’s mission and the focus and the 
requirements that they have on them. 
We all support the FHA mission. The 
mission is to serve first-time home-
buyers in underserved communities, 
but the FHA didn’t get to a 30 percent 
market share, Mr. Chairman, by lend-
ing to first-time homebuyers and by 
serving underserved communities. 

In terms of the requirements of the 
FHA, the requirements of the FHA are 
3.5 percent downpayment. The private 
sector requires at least 10 percent. The 
FHA is required to hold a 2 percent 
capital reserve ratio, but it’s actual 
ratio is 0.53 percent. A bank is required 
to hold 10 percent capital reserve ratio. 

A recent editorial in the Wall Street 
Journal said, According to Mortgage 
Bankers Association data, more than 
one in eight FHA loans is now delin-
quent, nearly triple the rate on conven-
tional nonsubprime loan portfolios. An-
other 7.5 percent agreed that FHA 
loans are in serious delinquency, which 
means at least 3 months overdue. The 
FHA is almost certainly going to need 
a taxpayer bailout in the months 
ahead. The only debate will be about 
how much it will cost. 

A former chief credit officer of 
Fannie and Freddie Mae, Edward 
Pinto, notes that ‘‘FHA’s high-risk 
lending practices negatively impact 
the housing finance marketplace.’’ Mr. 
Chairman, you can translate that into 
being increasing taxpayer exposure. 

b 1215 
So if we are honest with ourselves, 

when appropriately sized, the FHA does 
indeed do a wonderful job and is very 
helpful. But at this point, this is just 
another government program that is 
distorting the market. FHA’s huge 
market share is a hindrance to regain-
ing equity in the housing market. In 
addition, Fannie and Freddie’s unlim-
ited government lifeline is also a hin-
drance to the housing recovery. 

My amendment would ensure that 
the FHA no longer crowds out the pri-
vate market for home loans. The 
amendment is a modest first step to 
cap FHA new origination market share 
to no more than 10 percent of the pri-
vate-market home loans each year, be-
ginning in 2010 so there is significant 
time to adjust, so the American people 
are not further exposed to the next 
bailout. Mr. Chairman, that means the 
taxpayer is not exposed to greater li-
ability. 
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The American people are sick and 

tired of bailouts. They see another one 
on the horizon. It is time for us to act. 
No more bailouts. What they are tell-
ing us across this country is to stop the 
madness. This amendment begins the 
process of stopping that madness. 

Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Chairman, I rise in opposition to the 
amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. I yield 
2 minutes to the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. SHERMAN). 

Mr. SHERMAN. At best, we have a 
fragile recovery from a massive reces-
sion caused by a precipitous decline in 
home prices. Now, I know the gen-
tleman is well-intentioned, but nothing 
is more likely to cause a double dip in 
this recession than the second precipi-
tous drop in home prices that would be 
caused by pulling FHA and, as the gen-
tleman argues, Fannie and Freddie out 
of the home lending market. 

Right now, FHA is 30 percent of the 
home purchase finance market, about 
over half of that market for African 
Americans, 45 percent for Hispanics. 
Are we going to tell one-third of Amer-
ican home buyers, almost half or over 
half Hispanics and African Americans 
seeking to buy homes, that they are 
not going to be able to buy those 
homes? Because, if they can’t get FHA 
financing, the private sector may be 
there, but at much higher rates. And 
there is no way that these individuals 
will be able to afford to buy those 
homes. 

With fewer buyers, you will see a pre-
cipitous decline in prices. That dev-
astates communities further, dev-
astates the American economy further. 

FHA is actuarially sound. It charges 
fees for the services and the guarantees 
that it provides. And to cut its role in 
the market by a third as part of an 
overall policy designed to take FHA, 
Fannie Mae, and Freddie Mac out of 
the market ignores the fact that, in 
these troubled times, those three enti-
ties—FHA, Fannie, and Freddie—ac-
count for almost all of the home mort-
gages obtained by middle-class and 
working families. 

So we should defeat the gentleman’s 
amendment. And I want to point out it 
is opposed by the National Association 
of Realtors, the National Association 
of Home Builders, and the Mortgage 
Bankers Association. 

Mr. PRICE of Georgia. Mr. Chairman, 
may I ask how much time remains on 
each side? 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Georgia has 11⁄2 minutes. The gen-
tleman from Massachusetts has 3 min-
utes. 

Mr. PRICE of Georgia. Mr. Chairman, 
I appreciate the gentleman from Cali-
fornia’s comments. There is no doubt 
we are indeed in a fragile housing mar-
ket, which is precisely why this policy 
would not take effect until 2012. It 

gives the Secretary significant flexi-
bility in defining what that 10 percent 
is, but what it tries to do is to right- 
size the number of mortgages, the per-
cent of the mortgages that the FHA in-
sures. 

I want to point out to all that 30 per-
cent is a huge portion, historically, as 
it relates to what the FHA single-fam-
ily insurance activity has comprised. 
From 2001 to 2007, the numbers were 
under 10 percent every single year for 
all FHA family insurance activity. So 
the amount of 10 percent is a respon-
sible, a reasonable number. 

What it tries to do, again, is to de-
crease the effect of intervention into 
the market that distorts the market. 
Remember, Mr. Chairman, that when 
the government distorts the market it 
makes it much more difficult for the 
market to recover and for us to make 
certain that we move in the direction 
of economic activity that we need. 

Again, the taxpayers of this country 
are sick and tired of bailouts. This is 
another bailout in the making if we 
allow the process that is currently in 
place to continue. We should limit the 
FHA exposure to 10 percent. We do it in 
a responsible way, by saying that it 
would begin in 2012. We provide signifi-
cant flexibility for the Secretary so 
that the program will work well. 

I urge my colleagues to adopt the 
amendment. 

Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Chairman, I yield myself the balance of 
my time. 

First, I do note a certain irony. I am 
glad to see my colleagues, the gen-
tleman from New Jersey, the gen-
tleman from Georgia, praise the gen-
tlewoman from West Virginia for a bill 
which they apparently found severely 
lacking. 

I do note the gentlewoman from West 
Virginia voted against the prior 
amendment from the gentleman from 
New Jersey. I don’t know where she is 
on this one, but it wasn’t in the bill 
that I think she introduced, and for 
very good reason: A 10 percent cap is 
wholly arbitrary. 

Now, the gentleman says it’s going to 
crowd out the private market, but the 
leading participants in the private 
housing market oppose this amend-
ment, including the Mortgage Bankers, 
as well as Realtors and Home Builders, 
as well as all consumer groups. 

Beyond that, the reason the FHA 
went down so far from 2001 to 2007—in-
teresting group of years; guess what 
was happening during that time?—was 
that there was a resistance to regula-
tion of the subprime market. 

The Federal Reserve was ignoring 
legislation Congress gave it in 1994 to 
regulate subprime lending. The Bush 
administration, in 2004, ordered Fannie 
Mae and Freddie Mac to increase the 
subprime loans they bought, which is 
one reason why I changed my position 
on the need to be tougher in the regu-
latory field. And the FHA lost out be-
cause these imprudent mortgages were 
being given without regulation. The 

FHA doesn’t do the kind of mortgages 
that led to problems. 

Beyond that, in recent years, towards 
the end of the Bush administration and 
with even greater force during the 
Obama administration, the FHA has 
been improving. The FHA has on its 
own said, if you’ve got a 580 credit 
score or below, it’s a 10 percent down-
payment. We mandated that they go 
from 3 to 3.5 percent downpayment and 
increase the upfront fees. 

In this bill—and the gentlewoman 
from West Virginia deserves a great 
deal of credit, along with our col-
league, the gentlewoman from Cali-
fornia—the FHA is given credit to re-
quire lenders who get loans placed with 
the FHA in violation of the guidelines 
to take back those loans. So it 
wouldn’t be the taxpayer that would be 
on the hook for those loans that 
shouldn’t have been granted and that 
violated the good guidelines of the 
FHA; it will be the lender. 

It also gives them the power to debar 
people who have a bad record, which is 
something they haven’t had before. 

So we are not talking about the old 
FHA; we are talking about an improved 
one. And we are talking about an FHA 
that stands in great contrast to the un-
regulated subprime market. 

Finally, the gentleman says, ‘‘Well, 
it doesn’t take effect until 2012.’’ Nei-
ther he nor I knows what the housing 
market will look like in 2012. And if 
there’s a reason not to do it now, that 
might also be there in 2012. No one can 
predict whether the housing—and 
maybe in 2015 it will be back again into 
trouble. 

The housing market we don’t believe 
is going to crash like it did before, but 
the basic point is this: The FHA has 
been the alternative to the kind of un-
regulated, irresponsible subprime 
mortgages that many of my friends on 
the other side protected, the kind of 
mortgages which they prevented us 
from regulating until 2007 when we 
were able to pass a bill in the House, 
over the objection of many of those 
who have spoken already, to regulate 
subprime mortgages. And because we 
did that, the Federal Reserve finally 
used its authority. 

I hope the amendment is defeated. 
The Acting CHAIR. The question is 

on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Georgia (Mr. PRICE). 

The question was taken; and the Act-
ing Chair announced that the noes ap-
peared to have it. 

Mr. PRICE of Georgia. Mr. Chairman, 
I demand a recorded vote. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro-
ceedings on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Georgia will be 
postponed. 

AMENDMENT NO. 8 OFFERED BY MR. WEINER 
The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order 

to consider amendment No. 8 printed in 
House Report 111–503. 

Mr. WEINER. Mr. Chairman, I have 
an amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 
designate the amendment. 
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The text of the amendment is as fol-

lows: 
Amendment No. 8 offered by Mr. WEINER: 
At the end of the bill, add the following 

new section: 
SEC. 16. MAXIMUM MORTGAGE AMOUNT LIMITS 

FOR MULTIFAMILY HOUSING. 
(a) ELEVATOR-TYPE STRUCTURES.— 
(1) AMENDMENTS.—The National Housing 

Act is amended in each of the provisions 
specified in paragraph (2)— 

(A) by inserting ‘‘with sound standards of 
construction and design’’ after ‘‘elevator- 
type structures’’ the first place such term 
appears; and 

(B) by striking ‘‘to not to exceed’’ and all 
that follows through ‘‘sound standards of 
construction and design’’ each place such 
terms appear and inserting ‘‘by not more 
than 50 percent of the amounts specified for 
each unit size’’. 

(2) PROVISIONS AMENDED.—The provisions 
of the National Housing Act specified in this 
paragraph are as follows: 

(A) Subparagraph (A) of section 207(c)(3) (12 
U.S.C. 1713(c)(3)(A)). 

(B) Subparagraph (A) of section 213(b)(2) (12 
U.S.C. 1715e(b)(2)(A)). 

(C) Subclause (I) of section 220(d)(3)(B)(iii) 
(12 U.S.C. 1715k(d)(3)(B)(iii)(I)). 

(D) In section 221(d) (12 U.S.C. 1715l(d))— 
(i) subclause (I) of paragraph (3)(ii); and 
(ii) subclause (I) of paragraph (4)(ii). 
(E) Subparagraph (A) of section 231(c)(2) (12 

U.S.C. 1715v(c)(2)(A)). 
(F) Subparagraph (A) of section 234(e)(3) (12 

U.S.C. 1715y(e)(3)(A)). 
(b) EXTREMELY HIGH-COST AREAS.—Section 

214 of the National Housing Act (12 U.S.C. 
1715d) is amended— 

(1) in the first sentence— 
(A) by inserting ‘‘, or with respect to 

projects consisting of more than four dwell-
ing units located in an extremely high-cost 
area as determined by the Secretary’’ after 
‘‘or the Virgin Islands’’ the first place such 
term appears; 

(B) by inserting ‘‘, or to construct projects 
consisting of more than four dwelling units 
on property located in an extremely high- 
cost area as determined by the Secretary’’ 
after ‘‘or the Virgin Islands’’ the second 
place such term appears; and 

(C) by inserting ‘‘, or with respect to 
projects consisting of more than four dwell-
ing units located in an extremely high-cost 
area as determined by the Secretary’’ after 
‘‘or the Virgin Islands’’ the third place such 
term appears; 

(2) in the second sentence— 
(A) by inserting ‘‘, or with respect to a 

project consisting of more than four dwelling 
units located in an extremely high-cost area 
as determined by the Secretary,’’ after ‘‘or 
the Virgin Islands’’ the first place such term 
appears; and 

(B) by inserting ‘‘, or in the case of a 
project consisting of more than four dwelling 
units in an extremely high-cost area as de-
termined by the Secretary, in such ex-
tremely high-cost area,’’ after ‘‘or the Virgin 
Islands’’ the second place such term appears; 
and 

(3) in the section heading, by striking ‘‘AND 
THE VIRGIN ISLANDS’’ and inserting ‘‘THE VIR-
GIN ISLANDS, AND EXTREMELY HIGH-COST 
AREAS’’. 

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall apply to mort-
gages insured under title II of the National 
Housing Act after September 30, 2010. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 1424, the gentleman 
from New York (Mr. WEINER) and a 
Member opposed each will control 5 
minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from New York. 

Mr. WEINER. Mr. Chairman, I appre-
ciate the opportunity. I also want to 
thank my colleague, Mr. MILLER, with 
whom I offer this amendment. 

This is a similar amendment—in fact, 
it is identical to one that was adopted 
by voice vote. There are problems with 
some FHA programs, and they are ad-
dressed in this bill. And there are some 
losing programs; there are some pro-
grams that simply haven’t worked out 
very well. 

One program that has been a con-
sistent money-maker for the taxpayer 
and one that has driven the market-
place to do good things is the Multi-
family Loan Program. However, in that 
program, the limits set for how much 
the loan can be guaranteed for have 
not risen as fast as the cost in a lot of 
communities. 

So what the Weiner-Miller amend-
ment would do is simply raise the lim-
its to keep up with the cost and create 
something called an ‘‘extreme high- 
cost area.’’ 

The way the program works is they 
essentially say, this is the limit to 
which we will underwrite, guarantee a 
loan for new construction or to modify 
a home. But if you have an apartment 
building—four, five, 10, 50, 100 units— 
obviously the costs wind up going up as 
you need things like elevators and 
HVAC going into big buildings. And 
what happens is, in places like Los An-
geles and New York and Las Vegas and 
Miami, these costs have simply not 
been kept up with. The result has been 
that the loan program has not been 
very useful there. 

What we do is we take a loan limit of 
$183,000, almost $184,000, create a new 
extreme high-cost area that the Sec-
retary will be able to designate where 
the limits will be higher, $377,000. 

For those people who are concerned, 
well, are we going in the wrong direc-
tion and giving too much exposure to a 
program that we should be tightening 
up, this is a program that, unlike the 
single-family homes, where the pro-
gram there has an extreme delinquency 
rate of about 8 percent, this one only 
has one of 0.3 percent. 

Frankly, this is not a problem pro-
gram, so we are just increasing the 
limits on one that really would encour-
age people to make loans to small busi-
nesses for developing. 

I urge a ‘‘yes’’ vote. 
I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. GARY G. MILLER of California. 

Mr. Chairman, I claim time in opposi-
tion to the amendment, although I am 
not in opposition to the amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR. Without objec-
tion, the gentleman is recognized for 5 
minutes. 

There was no objection. 
Mr. GARY G. MILLER of California. 

I yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. 

This amendment is exactly the same 
as the bill that passed this body by a 
voice vote last year, the FHA Multi-
family Loan Limit Adjustment Act. 

FHA’s multifamily mortgage insur-
ance programs enable qualified bor-
rowers to obtain long-term, fixed-rate 
financing for a variety of multifamily 
properties that are affordable to low- 
and moderate-income families. 

In the most expensive cites, it is very 
difficult for these workers, particularly 
those starting out in the workforce, to 
find affordable rental housing where 
they work. The FHA multifamily mort-
gage insurance program can help, but, 
due to its loan limits, there were only 
three FHA-insured multifamily loans 
for high-rise construction or rehabili-
tation approved in fiscal year 2007 and 
2008—understand, just three—and that 
is a huge problem in this country. The 
loan limits in high-cost areas are sim-
ply too low. 

According to the Mortgage Bankers 
Association, the lack of available loans 
is creating serious problems con-
centrated in major cities where high- 
rise construction is involved. In fact, 
their data shows that while elevator 
buildings cost 45 percent more than 
non-elevator structures, the current 
limit for these structures are less than 
10 percent higher than non-elevator 
structures. 

Developers are simply unable to pro-
vide affordable housing units in high- 
cost areas because the current statu-
tory loan limits for FHA mortgage in-
surance are basically too low. I don’t 
think we have ever seen a housing mar-
ket that has been as impacted as the 
one we have faced in recent years. Low- 
income renters and moderate-income 
renters in these particular areas are 
really impacted by the loan limits that 
we have placed on developers. 

We need to provide more housing 
stock, yet do it in a way that does not 
put taxpayers at risk. And that is what 
this does. The program makes money 
for the government, does not lose 
money for the government. I would ab-
solutely support this amendment and 
ask all my colleagues to join us. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. WEINER. I think my colleague 

states it very well, and I urge a ‘‘yes’’ 
vote as well. 

I just want to point out, this is not a 
zero-sum game. There is nothing about 
the single-home market that is going 
to be impacted by this. There is noth-
ing about the higher cost that is going 
to be impacted. This is just allowing 
this program to function in all quar-
ters of the housing market and to take 
into accommodation the things that 
my colleague says, things like bigger 
buildings have very often higher costs. 

As I said, this has an outstanding de-
linquency rate of 0.3 percent. If every 
housing program and every housing 
guarantee program, despite the very 
difficult downturn, had such a small 
delinquency rate as this, then I think 
we would all be very happy with it. So 
increasing these limits I don’t believe 
would have any deleterious effect. 

I urge a ‘‘yes’’ vote. 
I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mr. GARY G. MILLER of California. 

I agree with what my colleague said. 
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When we passed this bill out last time, 
it had unanimous support. There is no 
impact on the Federal Government. We 
are taking areas that are high-cost, 
that have basically been discriminated 
against in the past from being able to 
participate in either a GSA loan or an 
FHA loan. 

This is a good amendment. I ask for 
an ‘‘aye’’ vote. 

b 1230 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
The Acting CHAIR. The question is 

on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from New York (Mr. WEINER). 

The amendment was agreed to. 
AMENDMENT NO. 9 OFFERED BY MR. TURNER 
The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order 

to consider amendment No. 9 printed in 
House Report 111–503. 

Mr. TURNER. Mr. Chairman, I have 
an amendment at the desk, and I ask 
for its immediate consideration. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 
designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

Amendment No. 9 offered by Mr. TURNER: 
At the end of the bill, add the following 

new section: 
SEC. 16. FHA MAXIMUM LOAN LIMITS FOR 2010. 

Section 166 of the Continuing Appropria-
tions Resolution, 2010 (as added by section 
104 of Public Law 111–88; 123 Stat. 2972) is 
amended— 

(1) in subsection (a), by striking ‘‘For’’ and 
inserting ‘‘Except as provided in subsection 
(c), for’’; 

(2) in subsection (b), by inserting ‘‘the less-
er of the applicable amount under subsection 
(c) of this section or’’ after ‘‘but in no case 
to an amount that exceeds’’ ; and 

(3) by adding at the end the following new 
subsection: 

‘‘(c) ABSOLUTE CEILING LIMITS.—Notwith-
standing any other provision of this section, 
the maximum dollar amount limitation on 
the principal obligation of a mortgage deter-
mined under this section for any area or sub-
area may not exceed, in the case of a one- 
family residence, $500,000, and in the case of 
a 2-, 3-, or 4-family residence, the percentage 
of such amount that bears the same ratio to 
such amount as the dollar amount limitation 
determined under the sixth sentence of sec-
tion 305(a)(2) of the Federal Home Loan 
Mortgage Corporation Act for a 2-, 3-, or 4- 
family residence, respectively, bears to the 
dollar amount limitation determined under 
such section for a 1-family residence.’’. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 1424, the gentleman 
from Ohio (Mr. TURNER) and a Member 
opposed each will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Ohio. 

Mr. TURNER. I yield myself such 
time as I may consume. 

Mr. Chairman, I rise today to offer an 
amendment that caps the temporary 
authority for the Federal Housing Ad-
ministration to insure homes in high- 
cost areas at $500,000. The current tem-
porary authority has the FHA insuring 
mortgages as high as $729,750. 

Only in Washington would a govern-
ment program insure a mortgage on a 
home worth $750,000 for a low- and 
moderate-income program. Permitting 
FHA loans on a $750,000 home puts 

American taxpayers at additional risk. 
Allowing FHA-backed loans on these 
expensive homes contributes to the 
overinflated housing values that con-
tributed to the foreclosure crisis from 
the beginning. 

The mortgage foreclosure crisis is 
not over, Mr. Chairman. There are still 
too many American families who are 
confronted every day with the risk 
that they might lose their homes. 
Washington should not be in the role of 
enabling this crisis. We need to begin 
the process of reducing the dependence 
of these communities from artificial 
support, and we need to give the pri-
vate sector the ability to step back 
into the market. 

The best place to facilitate this is to 
lower the FHA loan limit to homes 
under $500,000. The FHA has tradition-
ally focused on low- to moderate-in-
come families who are seeking to pur-
chase homes—and for good reason—as 
these buyers need the greatest assist-
ance in their home purchases. The FHA 
should, once again, focus their efforts 
on these buyers. 

Permitting FHA loans to purchase a 
$750,000 home also means fewer FHA-in-
sured mortgages for Ohio families and 
for families across America who truly 
need them. In most of my congres-
sional district in Ohio, the current 
FHA loan limit is $271,000, which is in 
line with the loan limit for most of the 
U.S. I understand that there are high- 
cost urban areas in our Nation where 
some homes cost more than in Ohio, 
but the FHA was designed to help low 
and moderate homebuyers, and it 
should focus on more moderately 
priced homes. Permitting FHA loans 
for these high-priced homes only limits 
access to true moderately priced FHA 
loans for American families who need 
them. 

My amendment seeks to start the 
process of removing higher income 
buyers off the government program de-
signed for low to moderate buyers. The 
effect of this amendment is to limit it 
to the 179 counties in the country, but 
it does not reduce the assistance to the 
moderately priced homes that are the 
majority of the Nation. 

The FHA was intended to assist 
Americans in achieving the American 
dream of homeownership. We need to 
work to ensure that their focus con-
tinues to be on those who truly need 
the help. My amendment would work 
to that purpose, and I urge my col-
leagues to support it. 

Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, I rise 
in opposition to the amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from California is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I yield 11⁄2 minutes to 
the gentleman from California (Mr. 
GARY G. MILLER). 

Mr. GARY G. MILLER of California. 
I thank the gentleman for yielding. 

I am in strong opposition to this 
amendment. Over the years, I think in 

about 2001, I started arguing to raise 
conforming loan limits in high-cost 
areas, and it has had a tremendous ben-
efit across this Nation, but it seems 
like everybody who comes with amend-
ments to oppose that does so when it 
does not impact their districts. 

Now, my good friend Mr. TURNER— 
and he is a good friend of mine—if you 
had introduced an amendment and had 
said to accept conforming as it should 
be, if you applied the old principles, it 
would be $417,000, but that would have 
had an impact on many counties in 
your State. So you introduced an 
amendment which said, well, let’s pick 
an amount of $500,000, which means 
there is zero impact on the State of 
Ohio. So $500,000 is a great amount to 
pull out of the air when it doesn’t im-
pact you, personally. 

In L.A. County, the loan limits are 
$729,750. In Orange County, the limits 
are $729,750. These are some of the best- 
performing loans FHA is making. When 
you look at GSE and FHA nationwide, 
they are making over 90 percent of the 
loans in this country. If they were not 
there today, people would not be able 
to sell loans in high-cost areas. 

The Acting CHAIR. The time of the 
gentleman has expired. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I yield the gen-
tleman an additional 30 seconds. 

Mr. GARY G. MILLER of California. 
You would not be able to sell a home in 
a high-cost area, nor would you be able 
to buy a home in a high-cost area. 
Now, if this were in some way impact-
ing the Federal Government or tax-
payers, I would absolutely agree with 
my good friend. 

I will say again to my good friend, 
Mr. TURNER, that I would agree with 
this, but this is not impacting tax-
payers. It is not impacting FHA. It has 
some of the best-performing loans. Why 
should people who live in high-cost 
areas be basically penalized just be-
cause we want to pick a number of 
$500,000 out of the air, which will have 
no benefit to anybody anywhere? 

I absolutely think this is a wrong 
amendment. I oppose it, and I ask my 
colleagues to oppose this amendment. 

Mr. TURNER. Well, I appreciate my 
good friend Mr. MILLER’s statement. 

There is one that I do want to cor-
rect, though, which is that all of Ohio 
would be under his suggested limit of 
415. We certainly could have picked a 
lower number. My community is at 271. 

The issue becomes one of, well, we’re 
in a financial crisis, and we’re having 
bailouts and mortgage foreclosures 
across the country. We look to this 
issue as one of basic math. The larger 
the loan amount, the more the risk. 
When there is fluctuation in the mar-
ket, a percentage of a larger number is 
a larger loss, leading to, certainly, an 
issue of more increased incidences of a 
likelihood of foreclosure. 

Also, the issue of larger loan 
amounts means fewer loans which 
could be provided assistance. There is a 
limited amount here, and with that 
limited amount, if it is carved up into 
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$750,000 home sales versus those that 
are going to more moderately priced 
homes, you certainly will have less re-
sources with which to provide that as-
sistance. 

This is basic math. When we look 
across the country during this mort-
gage foreclosure crisis, we have to be 
very concerned about how we ensure 
that we are assisting home buyers, low 
and moderate buyers. At the same 
time, we have to ensure we are not 
overly inflating the market and that 
we are not putting the taxpayers at 
greater risk. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. SHERMAN. A quick inquiry: Do I 

have the right to close, or does the gen-
tleman from Ohio have the right to 
close? 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from California has the right to close. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I reserve the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. TURNER. Mr. Chairman, I urge 
all of my colleagues to support this 
measure, which makes good financial 
and fiscal sense. It would lower the 
amount, providing greater assistance 
because there would be a greater num-
ber of loans which could be provided as-
sistance. At the same time, it would 
lower the risk to taxpayers, and it 
would lower the risk of bailouts by 
making these higher-cost areas, the 
more risky areas, conform to an 
amount that really would be more re-
flective of our goal of low and mod-
erate home buyers who receive assist-
ance from the FHA. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mr. SHERMAN. I yield myself the re-

mainder of the time. 
Mr. Chairman, I think the gentle-

man’s definition of ‘‘risk’’ and his 
arithmetic are a bit faulty. To say that 
$1 billion of smaller loans carries less 
risk than $1 billion of larger loans is 
not something one can determine ex-
cept by looking at the performance of 
those loans. 

As the gentleman from California 
(Mr. GARY G. MILLER) pointed out, 
those larger loans perform better. The 
FHA, therefore, has less insurance risk 
and, actually, usually, makes a profit 
on those loans. So to say that loans in 
Los Angeles take away from loans in 
Ohio and expose the Federal Govern-
ment to more risk than loans in Ohio is 
simply false. 

Mr. GARY G. MILLER of California. 
Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will yield to the 
gentleman from California. 

Mr. GARY G. MILLER of California. 
A question for you: there has been a 
perception created that somehow, by 
eliminating the high-cost areas, the 
FHA could insure more loans. Yet that 
is not real because the FHA can insure 
all of the loans they want irrespective 
of the volume of the loans. It does not 
have any impact on FHA’s ability 
whatsoever. Am I correct on that? 

Mr. SHERMAN. The gentleman is 
correct. This is not an anti-Ohio stance 
that the two gentlemen from California 
are taking. 

The fact is there is this image that 
some have from other parts of the 
country that, if a home sells for more 
than $500,000, the people in it must be 
rich. That is not how things work in 
the 122 counties that are affected by 
this amendment. In my area, if a police 
officer is married to a teacher, they’re 
in a home of over $500,000. Now, that’s 
very difficult for them to afford. That 
ends up tying up their retirement 
money for better or for worse, but that 
is how expensive it is to live in some 
parts of this country. 

To say that, because people are buy-
ing a home of over $500,000 that they 
are rich and do not deserve the same 
kind of help the gentleman from Ohio 
thinks middle class families in his dis-
trict deserve, it is the same kind of 
help that middle class families in my 
district deserve. 

Now, this amendment is opposed by 
the Mortgage Bankers Association, by 
the National Association of Home 
Builders and by the National Associa-
tion of Realtors, not just the California 
divisions of those entities but entities 
that represent the entire country. I 
don’t think that the Ohio Realtors 
would be here supporting this amend-
ment. I don’t think the Nebraska Real-
tors would be. And I don’t think the 
National Association of Realtors would 
be here opposing this amendment if the 
amendment were going to help major 
swaths of this country. 

The fact is that the FHA’s current 
program helps California without hurt-
ing those other States. It helps the 
Washington area, the New York area, 
much of Virginia, et cetera. The worst 
thing we could do for this economy is 
to cause a precipitous decline in the 
price of homes in the major metropoli-
tan areas of this country. Our recovery 
is fragile. The program, the way it 
works now, allows middle class fami-
lies in both Los Angeles and in Ohio to 
be able to finance homes, and we ought 
to vote down this amendment. 

So please join with Chairman FRANK, 
with Chairwoman WATERS, with the 
National Association of Realtors, 
Home Builders, and Mortgage Bankers 
in urging a ‘‘no’’ vote. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Ohio (Mr. TURNER). 

The question was taken; and the Act-
ing Chair announced that the noes ap-
peared to have it. 

Mr. TURNER. Mr. Chair, I demand a 
recorded vote. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro-
ceedings on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Ohio will be post-
poned. 

AMENDMENT NO. 10 OFFERED BY MS. CLARKE 
The Acting CHAIR (Mr. RAHALL). It 

is now in order to consider amendment 
No. 10 printed in House Report 111–503. 

Ms. CLARKE. Mr. Chairman, I have 
an amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 
designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

Amendment No. 10 offered by Ms. CLARKE: 

Page 21, line 3, strike ‘‘and’’. 

Page 21, line 8, strike the period and insert 
‘‘; and’’. 

Page 21, after line 8, insert the following: 
(E) analyzes the effectiveness of the loss 

mitigation home retention options of the De-
partment of Housing and Urban Development 
in assisting individuals in avoiding home 
foreclosure for mortgages on 1- to 4-family 
residences insured under subsection (b) or (k) 
of section 203, section 234(c), or section 251 of 
the National Housing Act, particularly for 
low-income individuals (as such term is de-
fined in section 103 of the Riegle Community 
Development and Regulatory Improvement 
Act of 1994 (12 U.S.C. 4702)). 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 1424, the gentle-
woman from New York (Ms. CLARKE) 
and a Member opposed each will con-
trol 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from New York. 

Ms. CLARKE. Mr. Chairman, I thank 
my colleagues, Chair WATERS and 
Chairman FRANK, for bringing this im-
portant bill to the floor today and for 
supporting my amendment, which is 
cosponsored by Representative 
CUELLAR from Texas. 

Before I speak about my amendment, 
I want to quickly recognize the signifi-
cance of H.R. 5072. This bill will make 
essential reforms to strengthen the fi-
nancial footing of the FHA, and it will 
enhance its authority to go after fraud-
ulent lenders who have preyed on the 
most vulnerable of borrowers for far 
too long. 

Mr. Chairman, many people have 
blamed this foreclosure crisis on the 
borrowers while some individuals, des-
perate to achieve the American Dream, 
may have sought to cut corners in the 
process. Fraudulent and unscrupulous 
lenders ultimately held the purse 
strings. These lenders bear a great deal 
of the burden for the foreclosure crisis, 
which continues to impact Americans 
and to devastate communities from 
coast to coast. 

Last year, New York City saw a 
record 20,000 foreclosure filings. Ac-
cording to data compiled by the 
Furman Center for Real Estate and 
Urban Policy at New York University, 
in the first quarter of 2010, there were 
4,226 foreclosures across New York 
City, up 16.3 percent from 2008. Brook-
lyn alone experienced 1,546 foreclosures 
in the first quarter of 2010. 

Since the beginning of the FHA, 
Commissioner Stevens’ tenure in 2009, 
the Commissioner and Deputy Assist-
ant Secretary Bott have taken several 
steps to assess and to strengthen FHA’s 
foreclosure mitigation capabilities, be-
ginning with a thorough review of FHA 
and of private lender loss mitigation 
and foreclosure preventative activities. 
The FHA trained almost 2,000 staff 
lenders on how to better serve FHA 
borrowers to avoid foreclosure, to iden-
tify lenders which are underperforming 
and to share best practices to improve 
foreclosure mitigation performance. 
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FHA assisted more than 450,000 bor-
rowers in the past year to avoid fore-
closure through a variety of loss miti-
gation programs, but my constituents 
are telling me that more can be done to 
support the foreclosure counseling ef-
forts. We must determine if enough re-
sources are being devoted to fore-
closure mitigation, especially for low- 
income borrowers. That is why I pro-
posed this amendment, along with Mr. 
CUELLAR, which would direct GAO to 
analyze the effectiveness of HUD’s loss 
mitigation home retention efforts in 
helping distressed borrowers, espe-
cially low-income borrowers, hold on to 
their American Dream. While the FHA 
is working to strengthen its mitigation 
capabilities, resources for these efforts 
are likely insufficient for the massive 
size of the program. 

I’d like to thank Representative 
CUELLAR for joining me in this effort. 
Low-income borrowers in rural areas 
such as Mr. CUELLAR’s district in Texas 
are facing the same challenges as those 
in distressed urban areas such as parts 
of my district in Brooklyn. 

I encourage my colleagues to support 
this amendment to assist our Nation to 
overcome our foreclosure crisis. 

Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance 
of my time. 

Mrs. CAPITO. Mr. Chairman, I rise to 
claim the time in opposition, although 
I am not opposed to the amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR. Without objec-
tion, the gentlewoman from West Vir-
ginia is recognized for 5 minutes. 

There was no objection. 
Mrs. CAPITO. Mr. Chairman, just 

briefly, I would like to thank both the 
sponsors of the bill. Certainly the in-
tent is for more information and cer-
tainly more accurate information to 
look at the programs that we’re put-
ting forth and that have been put forth 
to see if the loss mitigation efforts are 
working and in what ways we can im-
prove them. So I congratulate you and 
I urge support of the amendment. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Ms. CLARKE. I want to thank my 

colleague on the other side of the aisle 
for seeing the usefulness in this amend-
ment. I want to thank Mr. CUELLAR for 
being a partner and for bringing this 
amendment forward. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tlewoman from New York (Ms. 
CLARKE). 

The amendment was agreed to. 
AMENDMENT NO. 11 OFFERED BY MR. NYE 

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order 
to consider amendment No. 11 printed 
in House Report 111–503. 

Mr. NYE. Mr. Chairman, I have an 
amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 
designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

Amendment No. 11 offered by Mr. NYE: 

At the end of the bill, add the following 
new section: 
SEC. 16. SPECIAL FORBEARANCE FOR MORTGA-

GORS WITH CHINESE DRYWALL. 
The provisions of Mortgagee Letter 2002–17 

of the Secretary of Housing and Urban De-
velopment (regarding ‘‘Special Forbearance: 
Program Changes and Updates’’) relating to 
Type I Special Forbearance shall apply, until 
the conclusion of fiscal year 2011 and may 
not be revoked, annulled, repealed, or re-
scinded during such period, with respect to 
mortgagees of mortgages insured under title 
II of the National Housing Act that are se-
cured by one- to four-family dwellings that 
have problem or damaging drywall products. 

The Acting CHAIR (Mr. CUELLAR). 
Pursuant to House Resolution 1424, the 
gentleman from Virginia (Mr. NYE) and 
a Member opposed each will control 5 
minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Virginia. 

Mr. NYE. Mr. Chairman, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Chairman, I stand here today to 
continue the fight for my constituents 
in Hampton Roads, Virginia, and for 
thousands of families across the United 
States against a nefarious adversary, 
toxic Chinese drywall. 

Chinese drywall has serious health 
implications. The toxins released from 
the drywall reek of chemicals and rot-
ten eggs. They corrode a home’s elec-
trical systems and can cause deep, 
hacking coughs, bloody noses, and eye 
irritation. However, the scariest fact is 
that we still do not know what long- 
term health effects Chinese drywall 
will have. 

Since January of last year, more 
than 3,300 cases have been reported 
from 37 States and the District of Co-
lumbia. Families have been left with 
an impossible choice: live in a contami-
nated home or pay tens if not hundreds 
of thousands of dollars to rip out and 
replace their home’s drywall. 

In my district, I have visited these 
homes and I’ve spoken with the fami-
lies. Many of them have been forced to 
move in with friends or relatives; many 
others are now living in rental housing, 
paying for both the cost of the mort-
gage and the cost of rent or, even 
worse, living in the home, unable to af-
ford repairs. And still others have 
made the toughest decision: walking 
away from their homes. This is bad for 
our recovering housing market and bad 
for our economy, and it’s bad for Amer-
ican families. 

Mr. Chairman, my commonsense 
amendment will extend the Federal 
Housing Administration’s special for-
bearance program for American home-
owners by providing forbearances for 
those who suffer from toxic Chinese 
drywall through fiscal year 2011. This 
reprieve has allowed countless families 
to get back on their feet and repair 
their homes. 

As cochairman of the Congressional 
Contaminated Drywall Caucus, I com-
mend the Federal Housing Administra-
tion for working with Congress and 
American homeowners. Providing tem-
porary forbearances for those who suf-

fer from Chinese drywall through no 
fault of their own is something the 
Federal Government must continue to 
support. I hope my colleagues will join 
me in supporting this amendment. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mrs. CAPITO. I rise to claim the 

time in opposition, although I’m not 
opposed to the gentleman’s amend-
ment. 

The Acting CHAIR. Without objec-
tion, the gentlewoman from West Vir-
ginia is recognized for 5 minutes. 

There was no objection. 
Mrs. CAPITO. As the Congressman 

has stated, his amendment merely en-
sures that HUD will take no action be-
tween now and the end of FY 2011 to 
bar the Chinese drywall victims from 
eligibility from HUD’s special mitiga-
tion and forbearance program. Since 
this does not create a new program or 
new spending, it just ensures an exist-
ing effort by HUD to extend aid to Chi-
nese drywall victims remains in place 
through FY 2011, I commend the gen-
tleman on his amendment, and I sup-
port the gentleman’s amendment. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mr. NYE. I thank my colleague from 

West Virginia for her support of the 
amendment. I urge all of my colleagues 
to support this amendment. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
The Acting CHAIR. The question is 

on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Virginia (Mr. NYE). 

The amendment was agreed to. 
AMENDMENT NO. 12 OFFERED BY MR. EDWARDS 

OF TEXAS 

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order 
to consider amendment No. 12 printed 
in House Report 111–503. 

Mr. EDWARDS of Texas. Mr. Chair-
man, I have an amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 
designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

Amendment No. 12 offered by Mr. EDWARDS 
of Texas: 

At the end of the bill, add the following 
new section: 
SEC. 16. REQUIRED CERTIFICATIONS. 

Section 203 of the National Housing Act (12 
U.S.C. 1709), as amended by the preceding 
provisions of this Act, is further amended by 
adding at the end the following new sub-
section: 

‘‘(z) REQUIRED CERTIFICATIONS.—Notwith-
standing any other provision of law, the Sec-
retary may not insure any mortgage secured 
by a one- to four-family dwelling unless the 
mortgagor under such mortgage certifies, 
under penalty of perjury, that the mortgagor 
has not been convicted of a sex offense 
against a minor (as such terms are defined in 
section 111 of the Sex Offender Registration 
and Notification Act (42 U.S.C. 16911)).’’. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 1424, the gentleman 
from Texas (Mr. EDWARDS) and a Mem-
ber opposed each will control 5 min-
utes. 

The Chair now recognizes the gen-
tleman from Texas. 

Mr. EDWARDS of Texas. Mr. Chair-
man, Members, my amendment is a 
simple, commonsense protection for 
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children and families. It requires any-
one seeking to benefit from the terms 
of an FHA mortgage to certify under 
penalty of perjury that they have not 
been convicted of a sex offense against 
a minor. This amendment ensures that 
taxpayers will not be on the hook for 
loans made to convicted child sex of-
fenders. 

There are 704,000 registered sex of-
fenders currently living in our commu-
nities, and experts estimate as many as 
100,000 convicted sex offenders are lost 
in the system. Recent research has 
shown that there is a high repeat rate 
for sexual crimes, and even higher 
amongst those who commit these 
crimes against children. As a result, in 
the past 2 years, Congress has passed a 
series of laws adopting the use of sex 
offender registries and community no-
tification systems for sexually violent 
offenders and those committing of-
fenses against children. 

While we cannot prevent registered 
child sex offenders from moving into 
our communities, we do not need to 
provide them the additional benefits 
offered by an FHA home loan if they 
try to do so. With an FHA home loan, 
taxpayers are liable if the loan de-
faults. I do not believe, I don’t think 
most Members of this House believe, 
and I know most Americans do not be-
lieve that taxpayers should be on the 
hook for a home loan of someone who 
has committed a sex offense against a 
minor. 

A quarter of a million children are 
sexually assaulted every year in my 
home State of Texas, according to the 
National Crime Victims Research and 
Treatment report. There are still pri-
vate market alternatives to FHA loans, 
and we want to continue to discourage 
any kind of federally financed reward 
or taxpayer-backed benefit to sex of-
fenders reentering our communities. 
For example, sex offenders are already 
banned from residing in section 8 pub-
lic housing. My amendment continues 
that pro-family stance. 

The certification requirement in this 
amendment is a strong enforcement 
mechanism which will not put addi-
tional burdens on small businesses. 

And so, Mr. Chairman, I urge support 
of my amendment to protect our com-
munities and to prohibit those who 
have committed a sex offense against a 
minor from benefiting from govern-
ment-backed FHA loans. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mrs. CAPITO. I would like to claim 

time in opposition, although I am not 
opposed to the gentleman’s amend-
ment. 

The Acting CHAIR. Without objec-
tion, the gentlewoman from West Vir-
ginia is recognized for 5 minutes. 

There was no objection. 
Mrs. CAPITO. The gentleman’s 

amendment is similar to previous ef-
forts by Republicans in past housing 
debates to ensure that convicted sex of-
fenders are unable to receive the Fed-
eral aid to obtain housing through the 
FHA. I think the intent and the direc-

tion that the gentleman is going to ab-
solutely appropriate. I support his 
amendment. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mr. EDWARDS of Texas. I yield back 

the balance of my time. 
The Acting CHAIR. The question is 

on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. EDWARDS). 

The question was taken; and the Act-
ing Chair announced that the ayes ap-
peared to have it. 

Mr. EDWARDS of Texas. Mr. Chair, I 
demand a recorded vote. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro-
ceedings on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Texas will be post-
poned. 

AMENDMENT NO. 13 OFFERED BY MR. MAFFEI 
The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order 

to consider amendment No. 13 printed 
in House Report 111–503. 

Mr. MAFFEI. Mr. Chairman, I rise as 
the designee of Mr. ADLER to offer an 
amendment on behalf of Mr. ADLER and 
myself, and it is at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 
designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

Amendment No. 13 offered by Mr. MAFFEI: 
At the end of the bill, add the following 

new section: 
SEC. 16. PROHIBITION ON USE OF FUNDS FOR 

CERTAIN FEDERAL EMPLOYEES. 
None of the funds authorized under this 

Act or any amendment made by this Act 
may be used to pay the salary of any indi-
vidual engaged in activities related to title 
II of the National Housing Act who has been 
officially disciplined for violations of sub-
part G of the Standards of Ethical Conduct 
for Employees of the Executive Branch for 
viewing, downloading, or exchanging pornog-
raphy, including child pornography, on a 
Federal Government computer or while per-
forming official Federal Government duties. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 1424, the gentleman 
from New York (Mr. MAFFEI) and a 
Member opposed each will control 5 
minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from New York. 

Mr. MAFFEI. Mr. Chairman, I want 
to thank Chairman FRANK and Chair-
woman WATERS for bringing this bill 
and my amendment to the floor. 

We were all outraged when we 
learned that dozens of employees at the 
Securities and Exchange Commission 
were found to have been using their 
government-issued computers to view 
pornography. Some of these employees 
were senior staffers, earning as much 
as $222,000 a year. One SEC attorney in 
Washington, D.C., spent up to 8 hours a 
day watching pornography. An ac-
countant in a regional office was de-
nied access by the government firewall 
16,000 times when he tried to access 
Web pages containing sexually explicit 
material. 

Mr. Chairman, this behavior, these 
abuses are not just an abuse of govern-
ment resources but also of the public 
trust. It undermines confidence in our 
institutions. It subjects the thousands 

of SEC and other government employ-
ees who work hard every day to a di-
minishment, and, simply put, it is out-
rageous and unacceptable. 

This amendment is very simple. It 
simply says that if you are an FHA em-
ployee who is officially disciplined for 
viewing, downloading, or exchanging 
pornography, including child pornog-
raphy, you lose your job. No private 
business in America would tolerate 
this kind of behavior, and there’s no 
reason our government institutions 
should either. 

Again, very, very simple. If you’re 
caught and officially disciplined for 
viewing, downloading, or exchanging 
pornography, you lose your job. It’s 
that simple. 

This should not be a partisan issue, 
and I urge swift passage of this amend-
ment. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mrs. CAPITO. I rise to claim the 

time in opposition, although I am not 
opposed to the gentleman’s amend-
ment. 

The Acting CHAIR. Without objec-
tion, the gentlewoman from West Vir-
ginia is recognized for 5 minutes. 

There was no objection. 
Mrs. CAPITO. I would just reiterate 

that the Congressman’s amendment 
seeks to ensure that the employees 
hired by FHA as a result of funds made 
available in this bill are in good stand-
ing and not guilty of viewing any pre-
vious pornography or any related dis-
ciplinary measures. 

As the gentleman said, I think all of 
us, and certainly throughout the coun-
try, were stunned to learn some of the 
statistics of certain government em-
ployees not only viewing inappropriate 
material, but the absolute, incredible 
waste of government resources and 
waste of time that these employees 
have engaged in. 

So, I think it’s right and proper, as 
this amendment moves forward, to en-
sure that we protect against those 
abuses in the future. I support the gen-
tleman’s amendment. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

b 1300 

Mr. MAFFEI. Mr. Chairman, I want 
to thank the gentlewoman from West 
Virginia for her support of this amend-
ment. 

I again want to reiterate that thou-
sands and thousands of workers at the 
Securities and Exchange Commission 
and other government agencies are ex-
traordinarily hardworking, would 
never engage in this kind of behavior. 
And, in fact, the reason why this 
amendment is so important is to pro-
tect their reputation for the important 
jobs they do. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
The Acting CHAIR. The question is 

on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from New York (Mr. MAFFEI). 

The question was taken; and the Act-
ing Chair announced that the ayes ap-
peared to have it. 

Mr. MAFFEI. Mr. Chairman, I de-
mand a recorded vote. 
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The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 

clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro-
ceedings on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from New York will be 
postponed. 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE ACTING CHAIR 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
clause 6 of rule XVIII, proceedings will 
now resume on those amendments 
printed in House Report 111–503 on 
which further proceedings were post-
poned, in the following order: 

Amendment No. 1 by Ms. WATERS of 
California; 

Amendment No. 5 by Mr. GARRETT of 
New Jersey; 

Amendment No. 7 by Mr. PRICE of 
Georgia; 

Amendment No. 9 by Mr. TURNER of 
Ohio; 

Amendment No. 12 by Mr. EDWARDS 
of Texas; 

Amendment No. 13 by Mr. MAFFEI of 
New York. 

The Chair will reduce to 5 minutes 
the time for any electronic vote after 
the first vote in this series. 
AMENDMENT NO. 1 OFFERED BY MS. WATERS OF 

CALIFORNIA 

The Acting CHAIR. The unfinished 
business is the demand for a recorded 
vote on the amendment offered by the 
gentlewoman from California (Ms. WA-
TERS) on which further proceedings 
were postponed and on which the ayes 
prevailed by voice vote. 

The Clerk will redesignate the 
amendment. 

The Clerk redesignated the amend-
ment. 

RECORDED VOTE 

The Acting CHAIR. A recorded vote 
has been demanded. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—ayes 417, noes 3, 
not voting 17, as follows: 

[Roll No. 347] 

AYES—417 

Ackerman 
Aderholt 
Adler (NJ) 
Akin 
Alexander 
Altmire 
Andrews 
Arcuri 
Austria 
Baca 
Bachmann 
Bachus 
Baird 
Baldwin 
Barrow 
Bartlett 
Barton (TX) 
Bean 
Becerra 
Berkley 
Berman 
Berry 
Biggert 
Bilbray 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Bishop (UT) 
Blackburn 
Blumenauer 
Blunt 
Boccieri 
Boehner 
Bonner 
Bono Mack 

Boozman 
Bordallo 
Boren 
Boswell 
Boucher 
Boustany 
Boyd 
Brady (PA) 
Brady (TX) 
Braley (IA) 
Bright 
Brown (SC) 
Brown, Corrine 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Buchanan 
Burgess 
Burton (IN) 
Butterfield 
Buyer 
Calvert 
Camp 
Campbell 
Cantor 
Cao 
Capito 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardoza 
Carnahan 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Carter 
Cassidy 
Castle 

Castor (FL) 
Chaffetz 
Chandler 
Childers 
Christensen 
Chu 
Clarke 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Coble 
Coffman (CO) 
Cohen 
Cole 
Conaway 
Connolly (VA) 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costa 
Costello 
Courtney 
Crenshaw 
Critz 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Culberson 
Cummings 
Dahlkemper 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (KY) 
Davis (TN) 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delahunt 
DeLauro 

Dent 
Deutch 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Djou 
Doggett 
Donnelly (IN) 
Doyle 
Dreier 
Driehaus 
Duncan 
Edwards (MD) 
Edwards (TX) 
Ehlers 
Ellison 
Ellsworth 
Emerson 
Engel 
Etheridge 
Fallin 
Farr 
Fattah 
Filner 
Fleming 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foster 
Foxx 
Frank (MA) 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Fudge 
Gallegly 
Garamendi 
Garrett (NJ) 
Gerlach 
Giffords 
Gingrey (GA) 
Gohmert 
Gonzalez 
Goodlatte 
Gordon (TN) 
Granger 
Graves 
Grayson 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Griffith 
Grijalva 
Guthrie 
Gutierrez 
Hall (NY) 
Hall (TX) 
Halvorson 
Hare 
Harper 
Hastings (FL) 
Hastings (WA) 
Heinrich 
Heller 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Herseth Sandlin 
Higgins 
Hill 
Himes 
Hinchey 
Hirono 
Hodes 
Holden 
Holt 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Hunter 
Inslee 
Israel 
Issa 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson Lee 

(TX) 
Jenkins 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Johnson, Sam 
Jones 
Jordan (OH) 
Kagen 
Kanjorski 
Kaptur 
Kildee 
Kilroy 
Kind 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kingston 
Kirk 
Kirkpatrick (AZ) 

Kissell 
Klein (FL) 
Kline (MN) 
Kosmas 
Kratovil 
Kucinich 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Latta 
Lee (CA) 
Lee (NY) 
Levin 
Lewis (CA) 
Linder 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Lowey 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Luján 
Lummis 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Lynch 
Mack 
Maffei 
Maloney 
Manzullo 
Marchant 
Markey (CO) 
Markey (MA) 
Marshall 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McCollum 
McCotter 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McIntyre 
McKeon 
McMahon 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
McNerney 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Melancon 
Mica 
Michaud 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, Gary 
Miller, George 
Minnick 
Mitchell 
Mollohan 
Moore (KS) 
Moore (WI) 
Moran (KS) 
Moran (VA) 
Murphy (CT) 
Murphy (NY) 
Murphy, Patrick 
Murphy, Tim 
Myrick 
Nadler (NY) 
Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 
Neugebauer 
Norton 
Nunes 
Nye 
Oberstar 
Obey 
Olver 
Ortiz 
Owens 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor (AZ) 
Paulsen 
Payne 
Pence 
Perlmutter 
Perriello 
Peters 
Peterson 

Petri 
Pierluisi 
Pingree (ME) 
Pitts 
Platts 
Poe (TX) 
Polis (CO) 
Pomeroy 
Posey 
Price (GA) 
Price (NC) 
Quigley 
Radanovich 
Rahall 
Rangel 
Rehberg 
Reichert 
Reyes 
Richardson 
Rodriguez 
Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Rooney 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Ross 
Rothman (NJ) 
Roybal-Allard 
Royce 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Ryan (WI) 
Sablan 
Salazar 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Scalise 
Schakowsky 
Schauer 
Schiff 
Schmidt 
Schock 
Schrader 
Schwartz 
Scott (GA) 
Scott (VA) 
Sensenbrenner 
Serrano 
Sessions 
Sestak 
Shadegg 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Shimkus 
Shuler 
Simpson 
Sires 
Skelton 
Slaughter 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Smith (WA) 
Snyder 
Space 
Speier 
Spratt 
Stark 
Stearns 
Stupak 
Sullivan 
Sutton 
Tanner 
Taylor 
Teague 
Terry 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tiahrt 
Tiberi 
Tierney 
Titus 
Tonko 
Towns 
Tsongas 
Turner 
Upton 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walden 

Walz 
Wamp 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watson 
Watt 

Waxman 
Weiner 
Welch 
Westmoreland 
Whitfield 
Wilson (OH) 
Wilson (SC) 

Wittman 
Wolf 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Yarmuth 
Young (AK) 
Young (FL) 

NOES—3 

Broun (GA) Flake Paul 

NOT VOTING—17 

Barrett (SC) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (IL) 
Eshoo 
Faleomavaega 
Harman 

Hinojosa 
Hoekstra 
Inglis 
Johnson (GA) 
Kennedy 
Kilpatrick (MI) 

Lewis (GA) 
McHenry 
Olson 
Putnam 
Shuster 

b 1329 

Mr. MACK changed his vote from 
‘‘no’’ to ‘‘aye.’’ 

So the amendment was agreed to. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
(By unanimous consent, Mr. POM-

EROY was allowed to speak out of 
order.) 

IN MEMORY OF CONGRESSMAN ARTHUR A. LINK 
Mr. POMEROY. Mr. Chairman, last 

week, former Congressman Arthur A. 
Link who served in the 92nd Congress 
passed away. One week earlier, he cele-
brated his 96th birthday and 71st wed-
ding anniversary with his beloved wife, 
Grace. 

Mr. Link held elected office in North 
Dakota for 34 years, including the 
State legislature, in the Congress, and 
as Governor from 1973 to 1980. Not bad 
for someone with an 8th grade edu-
cation who farmed and ranched in the 
sparsely populated northwestern part 
of our State. Art Link’s importance to 
North Dakota is significant not just for 
his time in public office but for his 30 
years of exemplary activity he and 
Grace spent after Governor, remaining 
deeply engaged in North Dakota activi-
ties. 

He is remembered for his rock-solid 
values of integrity, decency, humility, 
and a deep sense that we are passing 
stewards of the land whose responsi-
bility is to make certain things are in 
good shape for those who follow. 

His philosophy is beautifully ex-
pressed in a short but unforgettable 
speech, ‘‘When the Land is Quiet 
Again,’’ and I will add to the RECORD 
this speech. I commend it to each of 
you, for the words have timeless rel-
evance and seem especially pertinent 
given the events of these days. 

[Speech given October 11, 1973] 
WHEN THE LANDSCAPE IS QUIET AGAIN 

(By Governor Arthur A. Link) 
We do not want to halt progress. 
We do not plan to be selfish and say ‘‘North 

Dakota will not share its energy resource.’’ 
No, we simply want to insure the most effi-

cient and environmentally sound method of 
utilizing our precious coal and water re-
sources for the benefit of the broadest num-
ber of people possible. 

And when we are through with that and 
the landscape is quiet again, when the drag-
lines, the blasting rigs, the power shovels 
and the huge gondolas cease to rip and roar! 

And when the last bulldozer has pushed the 
last spoil pile into place, and the last patch 
of barren earth has been seeded to grass or 
grain, let those who follow and repopulate 
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the land be able to say, our grandparents did 
their job well. 

The land is as good and, in some cases, bet-
ter than before. 

Only if they can say this will we be worthy 
of the rich heritage of our land and its re-
sources. 

I loved Art Link and can honestly 
say to each of you, this Chamber has 
never seen a more genuine, committed, 
and thoroughly decent Member. 

Mr. Chairman, I ask the House to ob-
serve a moment of silence in honor of 
former Congressman and Governor Ar-
thur A. Link. 

The Acting CHAIR. Members will rise 
for a moment of silence. 
AMENDMENT NO. 5 OFFERED BY MR. GARRETT OF 

NEW JERSEY 

The Acting CHAIR. Without objec-
tion, 5-minute voting will continue. 

There was no objection. 
The Acting CHAIR. The unfinished 

business is the demand for a recorded 
vote on the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from New Jersey (Mr. GAR-
RETT) on which further proceedings 
were postponed and on which the noes 
prevailed by voice vote. 

The Clerk will redesignate the 
amendment. 

The Clerk redesignated the amend-
ment. 

RECORDED VOTE 

The Acting CHAIR. A recorded vote 
has been demanded. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 
The Acting CHAIR. This is a 5- 

minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—ayes 131, noes 289, 
not voting 17, as follows: 

[Roll No. 348] 

AYES—131 

Akin 
Alexander 
Austria 
Bachmann 
Bachus 
Bartlett 
Barton (TX) 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (UT) 
Blackburn 
Blunt 
Boehner 
Bonner 
Bono Mack 
Boozman 
Boustany 
Brady (TX) 
Broun (GA) 
Brown (SC) 
Burgess 
Burton (IN) 
Buyer 
Camp 
Campbell 
Cantor 
Carter 
Cassidy 
Chaffetz 
Coffman (CO) 
Cole 
Conaway 
Crenshaw 
Culberson 
Davis (KY) 
Dent 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Doggett 
Dreier 
Duncan 
Emerson 
Fallin 

Flake 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Garrett (NJ) 
Gingrey (GA) 
Gohmert 
Goodlatte 
Granger 
Graves 
Griffith 
Hall (TX) 
Halvorson 
Harper 
Hastings (WA) 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Hunter 
Issa 
Jenkins 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson, Sam 
Jones 
Jordan (OH) 
Kagen 
King (NY) 
Kingston 
Kirk 
Lamborn 
Latta 
Linder 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Lummis 
Mack 
Manzullo 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
Mica 

Miller (FL) 
Minnick 
Mitchell 
Moran (KS) 
Myrick 
Neugebauer 
Nunes 
Olson 
Paul 
Pence 
Petri 
Pitts 
Platts 
Poe (TX) 
Price (GA) 
Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Rooney 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Royce 
Ryan (WI) 
Scalise 
Schmidt 
Schock 
Schrader 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shadegg 
Shimkus 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (TX) 
Smith (WA) 
Stearns 
Sullivan 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tiahrt 
Tiberi 
Upton 

Walden 
Wamp 

Westmoreland 
Whitfield 

Wilson (SC) 
Wolf 

NOES—289 

Ackerman 
Aderholt 
Adler (NJ) 
Altmire 
Andrews 
Arcuri 
Baca 
Baird 
Baldwin 
Barrow 
Bean 
Becerra 
Berkley 
Berman 
Berry 
Biggert 
Bilbray 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Boccieri 
Bordallo 
Boren 
Boswell 
Boucher 
Boyd 
Brady (PA) 
Braley (IA) 
Bright 
Brown, Corrine 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Buchanan 
Calvert 
Cao 
Capito 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardoza 
Carnahan 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Castle 
Castor (FL) 
Chandler 
Childers 
Christensen 
Chu 
Clarke 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Coble 
Cohen 
Connolly (VA) 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costa 
Costello 
Courtney 
Critz 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Cummings 
Dahlkemper 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (TN) 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delahunt 
DeLauro 
Deutch 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Djou 
Donnelly (IN) 
Doyle 
Driehaus 
Edwards (MD) 
Edwards (TX) 
Ehlers 
Ellison 
Ellsworth 
Engel 
Etheridge 
Farr 
Fattah 
Filner 
Fleming 
Foster 
Frank (MA) 
Frelinghuysen 
Fudge 
Gallegly 
Garamendi 
Gerlach 

Giffords 
Gonzalez 
Gordon (TN) 
Grayson 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Grijalva 
Guthrie 
Gutierrez 
Hall (NY) 
Hare 
Harman 
Hastings (FL) 
Heinrich 
Heller 
Herseth Sandlin 
Higgins 
Hill 
Himes 
Hinchey 
Hirono 
Hodes 
Holden 
Holt 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Inslee 
Israel 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson Lee 

(TX) 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Kanjorski 
Kaptur 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilroy 
Kind 
King (IA) 
Kirkpatrick (AZ) 
Kissell 
Klein (FL) 
Kline (MN) 
Kosmas 
Kratovil 
Kucinich 
Lance 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Lee (CA) 
Lee (NY) 
Levin 
Lewis (CA) 
Lewis (GA) 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Lowey 
Luján 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Lynch 
Maffei 
Maloney 
Marchant 
Markey (CO) 
Markey (MA) 
Marshall 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCollum 
McCotter 
McDermott 
McIntyre 
McKeon 
McMahon 
McNerney 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Melancon 
Michaud 
Miller (MI) 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, Gary 
Miller, George 
Mollohan 
Moore (KS) 
Moore (WI) 

Moran (VA) 
Murphy (CT) 
Murphy (NY) 
Murphy, Patrick 
Murphy, Tim 
Nadler (NY) 
Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 
Norton 
Nye 
Oberstar 
Obey 
Olver 
Ortiz 
Owens 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor (AZ) 
Paulsen 
Payne 
Perlmutter 
Perriello 
Peters 
Peterson 
Pierluisi 
Pingree (ME) 
Polis (CO) 
Pomeroy 
Posey 
Price (NC) 
Quigley 
Rahall 
Rangel 
Rehberg 
Reichert 
Reyes 
Richardson 
Rodriguez 
Rogers (KY) 
Ross 
Rothman (NJ) 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Sablan 
Salazar 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schauer 
Schiff 
Schwartz 
Scott (GA) 
Scott (VA) 
Serrano 
Sestak 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Shuler 
Simpson 
Sires 
Skelton 
Slaughter 
Smith (NJ) 
Snyder 
Space 
Speier 
Stark 
Stupak 
Sutton 
Tanner 
Taylor 
Teague 
Terry 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Tierney 
Titus 
Tonko 
Towns 
Tsongas 
Turner 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walz 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watson 
Watt 
Waxman 

Weiner 
Welch 
Wilson (OH) 

Wittman 
Woolsey 
Wu 

Yarmuth 
Young (AK) 
Young (FL) 

NOT VOTING—17 

Barrett (SC) 
Blumenauer 
Butterfield 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (IL) 
Eshoo 

Faleomavaega 
Hinojosa 
Hoekstra 
Inglis 
Kilpatrick (MI) 
McGovern 

McHenry 
Putnam 
Radanovich 
Shuster 
Spratt 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE ACTING CHAIR 
The Acting CHAIR (during the vote). 

There are 2 minutes remaining on this 
vote. 

b 1340 

Messrs. DELAHUNT and MORAN of 
Virginia changed their vote from ‘‘aye’’ 
to ‘‘no.’’ 

Messrs. FORBES and ROHR-
ABACHER changed their vote from 
‘‘no’’ to ‘‘aye.’’ 

So the amendment was rejected. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
(By unanimous consent, Mr. WILSON 

of South Carolina was allowed to speak 
out of order.) 

IN HONOR OF REV. EDDIE LEE CARTER 
Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. 

Today, I rise to recognize Rev. Eddie 
Lee Carter on the occasion of his re-
tirement from serving here in the 
House where since 2004 Rev. Carter has 
been repairing and shining shoes. 

Rev. Eddie Lee Carter and I have a 
shared heritage. He was born at Beech 
Island, South Carolina, and my grand-
father was born at Beech Island, in 
Aiken County, South Carolina. At a 
very young age, his family moved to 
Augusta, Georgia, which was nearby, 
and he attended elementary school 
with the world-famous musician James 
Brown, another great South Caro-
linian. 

Rev. Carter first began to work on 
shoes as a young man, even before he 
joined the Army in 1953. Rev. Carter 
was stationed primarily in Germany 
while serving in the Army. A musician 
himself, he was renowned for singing 
and entertaining generals when they 
passed through the post. In 1955, Rev. 
Carter left the Army with the rank of 
corporal and later moved to Wash-
ington from Augusta to work at Stern 
Shoe Repair. 

In 1992, he was ordained a Methodist 
minister. On June 7, 2004, Rev. Carter 
came to work at the U.S. Capitol re-
pairing and shining shoes. He currently 
lives at Fort Washington, Maryland, 
with his wife, Molly Anthony Carter. 
They have been married for 28 years. 
He has a son, and Mrs. Carter has two 
sons. On Friday, he plans to retire to 
spend more time with the congrega-
tion. 

Personally, I will always remember 
Rev. Carter’s cheerfulness and encour-
agement, his quiet reading of the Bible, 
and his proud wearing of U.S.-South 
Carolina flag pin. 

Godspeed, Rev. Carter. 
AMENDMENT NO. 7 OFFERED BY MR. PRICE OF 

GEORGIA 
The Acting CHAIR. Without objec-

tion, 5-minute voting will continue. 
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE H4361 June 10, 2010 
There was no objection. 
The Acting CHAIR. The unfinished 

business is the demand for a recorded 
vote on the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from Georgia (Mr. PRICE) on 
which further proceedings were post-
poned and on which the noes prevailed 
by voice vote. 

The Clerk will redesignate the 
amendment. 

The Clerk redesignated the amend-
ment. 

RECORDED VOTE 

The Acting CHAIR. A recorded vote 
has been demanded. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 
The Acting CHAIR. This is a 5- 

minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—ayes 106, noes 316, 
not voting 15, as follows: 

[Roll No. 349] 

AYES—106 

Akin 
Alexander 
Austria 
Bachmann 
Bachus 
Bartlett 
Barton (TX) 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (UT) 
Blackburn 
Boehner 
Bonner 
Boustany 
Brady (TX) 
Broun (GA) 
Burgess 
Burton (IN) 
Buyer 
Camp 
Cantor 
Capito 
Carter 
Cassidy 
Castle 
Chaffetz 
Coffman (CO) 
Conaway 
Crenshaw 
Culberson 
Davis (KY) 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Dreier 
Emerson 
Flake 
Fleming 

Fortenberry 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Garrett (NJ) 
Gingrey (GA) 
Gohmert 
Granger 
Graves 
Griffith 
Hall (TX) 
Harper 
Hastings (WA) 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Issa 
Jenkins 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson, Sam 
Jones 
Jordan (OH) 
King (IA) 
Kingston 
Lamborn 
Latta 
Linder 
Luetkemeyer 
Lummis 
Mack 
Marchant 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
Miller (FL) 
Moran (KS) 
Murphy, Tim 

Myrick 
Neugebauer 
Nunes 
Olson 
Paul 
Pence 
Petri 
Pitts 
Poe (TX) 
Price (GA) 
Rangel 
Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rooney 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Royce 
Ryan (WI) 
Scalise 
Schock 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shadegg 
Shimkus 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (TX) 
Stearns 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tiahrt 
Upton 
Westmoreland 
Whitfield 
Wilson (SC) 
Young (AK) 

NOES—316 

Ackerman 
Aderholt 
Adler (NJ) 
Altmire 
Andrews 
Arcuri 
Baca 
Baird 
Baldwin 
Barrow 
Bean 
Becerra 
Berkley 
Berman 
Berry 
Biggert 
Bilbray 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Blumenauer 
Blunt 
Boccieri 
Bono Mack 
Boozman 
Bordallo 
Boren 
Boswell 
Boucher 
Boyd 
Brady (PA) 
Braley (IA) 

Bright 
Brown (SC) 
Brown, Corrine 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Buchanan 
Butterfield 
Calvert 
Campbell 
Cao 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardoza 
Carnahan 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Castor (FL) 
Chandler 
Childers 
Christensen 
Chu 
Clarke 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Coble 
Cohen 
Cole 
Connolly (VA) 
Conyers 
Cooper 

Costa 
Costello 
Courtney 
Critz 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Cummings 
Dahlkemper 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (TN) 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delahunt 
DeLauro 
Dent 
Deutch 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Djou 
Doggett 
Donnelly (IN) 
Doyle 
Driehaus 
Duncan 
Edwards (MD) 
Edwards (TX) 
Ehlers 
Ellison 
Ellsworth 
Engel 
Etheridge 

Fallin 
Farr 
Fattah 
Filner 
Forbes 
Foster 
Frank (MA) 
Frelinghuysen 
Fudge 
Gallegly 
Gerlach 
Giffords 
Gonzalez 
Goodlatte 
Grayson 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Grijalva 
Guthrie 
Gutierrez 
Hall (NY) 
Halvorson 
Hare 
Harman 
Hastings (FL) 
Heinrich 
Heller 
Herseth Sandlin 
Higgins 
Hill 
Himes 
Hinchey 
Hirono 
Hodes 
Holden 
Holt 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Hunter 
Inslee 
Israel 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson Lee 

(TX) 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Kagen 
Kanjorski 
Kaptur 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilroy 
Kind 
King (NY) 
Kirk 
Kirkpatrick (AZ) 
Kissell 
Klein (FL) 
Kline (MN) 
Kosmas 
Kratovil 
Kucinich 
Lance 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Lee (CA) 
Lee (NY) 
Levin 
Lewis (CA) 
Lewis (GA) 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 

Lofgren, Zoe 
Lowey 
Lucas 
Luján 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Lynch 
Maffei 
Maloney 
Markey (CO) 
Markey (MA) 
Marshall 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCollum 
McCotter 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McIntyre 
McKeon 
McMahon 
McNerney 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Melancon 
Mica 
Michaud 
Miller (MI) 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, Gary 
Miller, George 
Minnick 
Mitchell 
Mollohan 
Moore (KS) 
Moore (WI) 
Moran (VA) 
Murphy (CT) 
Murphy (NY) 
Murphy, Patrick 
Nadler (NY) 
Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 
Norton 
Nye 
Oberstar 
Obey 
Olver 
Ortiz 
Owens 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor (AZ) 
Paulsen 
Payne 
Perlmutter 
Perriello 
Peters 
Peterson 
Pierluisi 
Pingree (ME) 
Platts 
Polis (CO) 
Pomeroy 
Posey 
Price (NC) 
Quigley 
Radanovich 
Rahall 
Rehberg 
Reichert 
Reyes 
Richardson 
Rodriguez 

Rogers (KY) 
Rohrabacher 
Roskam 
Ross 
Rothman (NJ) 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Sablan 
Salazar 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schauer 
Schiff 
Schmidt 
Schrader 
Schwartz 
Scott (GA) 
Scott (VA) 
Serrano 
Sestak 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Shuler 
Simpson 
Sires 
Skelton 
Slaughter 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (WA) 
Snyder 
Space 
Speier 
Spratt 
Stark 
Stupak 
Sullivan 
Sutton 
Tanner 
Taylor 
Teague 
Terry 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Tiberi 
Tierney 
Titus 
Tonko 
Towns 
Tsongas 
Turner 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walden 
Walz 
Wamp 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watson 
Watt 
Waxman 
Weiner 
Welch 
Wilson (OH) 
Wittman 
Wolf 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Yarmuth 
Young (FL) 

NOT VOTING—15 

Barrett (SC) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (IL) 
Eshoo 
Faleomavaega 

Garamendi 
Gordon (TN) 
Hinojosa 
Hoekstra 
Inglis 

Kilpatrick (MI) 
Manzullo 
McHenry 
Putnam 
Shuster 

b 1350 

So the amendment was rejected. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
Stated against: 
Mr. MANZULLO. Madam Speaker, on 

Thursday, June 10, 2010, I inadvertently 
missed this vote. I would have recorded a 
‘‘no’’ vote on rollcall No. 349. 

AMENDMENT NO. 9 OFFERED BY MR. TURNER 

The Acting CHAIR. The unfinished 
business is the demand for a recorded 

vote on the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from Ohio (Mr. TURNER) on 
which further proceedings were post-
poned and on which the noes prevailed 
by voice vote. 

The Clerk will redesignate the 
amendment. 

The Clerk redesignated the amend-
ment. 

RECORDED VOTE 

The Acting CHAIR. A recorded vote 
has been demanded. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 
The Acting CHAIR. This is a 5- 

minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—ayes 121, noes 301, 
not voting 15, as follows: 

[Roll No. 350] 

AYES—121 

Alexander 
Austria 
Bachmann 
Bachus 
Bartlett 
Barton (TX) 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (UT) 
Blackburn 
Boehner 
Bonner 
Boustany 
Broun (GA) 
Brown (SC) 
Buchanan 
Burgess 
Burton (IN) 
Buyer 
Camp 
Cantor 
Capito 
Carter 
Cassidy 
Castle 
Chaffetz 
Coble 
Coffman (CO) 
Conaway 
Crenshaw 
Davis (KY) 
Davis (TN) 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Doggett 
Duncan 
Emerson 
Flake 
Fleming 
Fortenberry 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 

Garrett (NJ) 
Gingrey (GA) 
Goodlatte 
Granger 
Graves 
Griffith 
Harper 
Hastings (WA) 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Herseth Sandlin 
Jenkins 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson, Sam 
Jones 
Jordan (OH) 
King (IA) 
Kingston 
Kirkpatrick (AZ) 
Kissell 
Kline (MN) 
Lamborn 
LaTourette 
Latta 
Linder 
Loebsack 
Luetkemeyer 
Mack 
Marchant 
Marshall 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McCotter 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
Melancon 
Miller (FL) 
Minnick 
Moran (KS) 
Murphy, Tim 
Myrick 

Neugebauer 
Olson 
Paul 
Paulsen 
Pence 
Perriello 
Petri 
Pitts 
Poe (TX) 
Posey 
Price (GA) 
Rehberg 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rooney 
Roskam 
Royce 
Ryan (WI) 
Scalise 
Schock 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shadegg 
Shimkus 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (TX) 
Stearns 
Sullivan 
Sutton 
Teague 
Terry 
Thornberry 
Tiahrt 
Tiberi 
Turner 
Upton 
Wamp 
Wilson (SC) 
Young (AK) 

NOES—301 

Ackerman 
Aderholt 
Adler (NJ) 
Akin 
Altmire 
Andrews 
Arcuri 
Baca 
Baird 
Baldwin 
Barrow 
Bean 
Becerra 
Berkley 
Berman 
Berry 
Biggert 
Bilbray 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Blumenauer 
Blunt 
Boccieri 
Bono Mack 
Boozman 
Bordallo 
Boren 
Boswell 
Boucher 

Boyd 
Brady (PA) 
Brady (TX) 
Braley (IA) 
Bright 
Brown, Corrine 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Butterfield 
Calvert 
Campbell 
Cao 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardoza 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Castor (FL) 
Chandler 
Childers 
Christensen 
Chu 
Clarke 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Cole 
Connolly (VA) 

Conyers 
Cooper 
Costa 
Costello 
Courtney 
Critz 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Culberson 
Cummings 
Dahlkemper 
Davis (AL) 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delahunt 
DeLauro 
Dent 
Deutch 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Djou 
Donnelly (IN) 
Doyle 
Dreier 
Driehaus 
Edwards (MD) 
Edwards (TX) 
Ehlers 
Ellison 
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Ellsworth 
Engel 
Etheridge 
Faleomavaega 
Fallin 
Farr 
Fattah 
Filner 
Forbes 
Foster 
Frank (MA) 
Frelinghuysen 
Fudge 
Gallegly 
Gerlach 
Giffords 
Gonzalez 
Gordon (TN) 
Grayson 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Grijalva 
Guthrie 
Gutierrez 
Hall (NY) 
Hall (TX) 
Halvorson 
Hare 
Harman 
Hastings (FL) 
Heinrich 
Heller 
Higgins 
Hill 
Himes 
Hinchey 
Hirono 
Hodes 
Holden 
Holt 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Hunter 
Inslee 
Israel 
Issa 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson Lee 

(TX) 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Kagen 
Kanjorski 
Kaptur 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilroy 
Kind 
King (NY) 
Kirk 
Klein (FL) 
Kosmas 
Kratovil 
Kucinich 
Lance 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Latham 
Lee (CA) 
Lee (NY) 
Levin 
Lewis (CA) 

Lewis (GA) 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Lowey 
Lucas 
Luján 
Lummis 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Lynch 
Maffei 
Maloney 
Manzullo 
Markey (CO) 
Markey (MA) 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McIntyre 
McKeon 
McMahon 
McNerney 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Mica 
Michaud 
Miller (MI) 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, Gary 
Miller, George 
Mitchell 
Mollohan 
Moore (KS) 
Moore (WI) 
Moran (VA) 
Murphy (CT) 
Murphy (NY) 
Murphy, Patrick 
Nadler (NY) 
Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 
Norton 
Nunes 
Nye 
Oberstar 
Obey 
Olver 
Ortiz 
Owens 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor (AZ) 
Payne 
Perlmutter 
Peters 
Peterson 
Pierluisi 
Pingree (ME) 
Platts 
Polis (CO) 
Pomeroy 
Price (NC) 
Quigley 
Radanovich 
Rahall 
Rangel 
Reichert 
Reyes 

Richardson 
Rodriguez 
Roe (TN) 
Rohrabacher 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Ross 
Rothman (NJ) 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Sablan 
Salazar 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schauer 
Schiff 
Schmidt 
Schwartz 
Scott (GA) 
Scott (VA) 
Serrano 
Sestak 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Shuler 
Simpson 
Sires 
Skelton 
Slaughter 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (WA) 
Snyder 
Space 
Speier 
Spratt 
Stark 
Stupak 
Tanner 
Taylor 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Thompson (PA) 
Tierney 
Titus 
Tonko 
Towns 
Tsongas 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walden 
Walz 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watson 
Watt 
Waxman 
Weiner 
Welch 
Westmoreland 
Whitfield 
Wilson (OH) 
Wittman 
Wolf 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Yarmuth 
Young (FL) 

NOT VOTING—15 

Barrett (SC) 
Carnahan 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (IL) 
Eshoo 

Garamendi 
Gohmert 
Hinojosa 
Hoekstra 
Inglis 

Kilpatrick (MI) 
McHenry 
Putnam 
Schrader 
Shuster 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE ACTING CHAIR 
The Acting CHAIR (during the vote). 

There are 2 minutes remaining in this 
vote. 

b 1357 

Mr. HOYER changed his vote from 
‘‘aye’’ to ‘‘no.’’ 

So the amendment was rejected. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
AMENDMENT NO. 12 OFFERED BY MR. EDWARDS 

OF TEXAS 

The Acting CHAIR. The unfinished 
business is the demand for a recorded 

vote on the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from Texas (Mr. EDWARDS) 
on which further proceedings were 
postponed and on which the ayes pre-
vailed by voice vote. 

The Clerk will redesignate the 
amendment. 

The Clerk redesignated the amend-
ment. 

RECORDED VOTE 

The Acting CHAIR. A recorded vote 
has been demanded. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 
The Acting CHAIR. This is a 5- 

minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—ayes 420, noes 4, 
not voting 13, as follows: 

[Roll No. 351] 

AYES—420 

Ackerman 
Aderholt 
Adler (NJ) 
Akin 
Alexander 
Altmire 
Andrews 
Arcuri 
Austria 
Baca 
Bachmann 
Bachus 
Baird 
Baldwin 
Barrow 
Bartlett 
Barton (TX) 
Bean 
Becerra 
Berkley 
Berman 
Berry 
Biggert 
Bilbray 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Bishop (UT) 
Blackburn 
Blumenauer 
Blunt 
Boccieri 
Boehner 
Bonner 
Bono Mack 
Boozman 
Bordallo 
Boren 
Boswell 
Boucher 
Boustany 
Boyd 
Brady (PA) 
Brady (TX) 
Braley (IA) 
Bright 
Broun (GA) 
Brown (SC) 
Brown, Corrine 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Buchanan 
Burgess 
Burton (IN) 
Butterfield 
Buyer 
Calvert 
Camp 
Campbell 
Cantor 
Cao 
Capito 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardoza 
Carnahan 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Carter 
Cassidy 
Castle 
Castor (FL) 
Chaffetz 

Chandler 
Childers 
Christensen 
Chu 
Clarke 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Coble 
Coffman (CO) 
Cohen 
Cole 
Conaway 
Connolly (VA) 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costa 
Costello 
Courtney 
Crenshaw 
Critz 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Culberson 
Cummings 
Dahlkemper 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (KY) 
Davis (TN) 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delahunt 
DeLauro 
Dent 
Deutch 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Djou 
Doggett 
Donnelly (IN) 
Doyle 
Dreier 
Driehaus 
Duncan 
Edwards (MD) 
Edwards (TX) 
Ehlers 
Ellison 
Ellsworth 
Emerson 
Engel 
Etheridge 
Faleomavaega 
Fallin 
Farr 
Fattah 
Flake 
Fleming 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foster 
Foxx 
Frank (MA) 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Fudge 
Gallegly 
Garamendi 
Garrett (NJ) 
Gerlach 
Giffords 

Gingrey (GA) 
Gohmert 
Gonzalez 
Goodlatte 
Gordon (TN) 
Granger 
Graves 
Grayson 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Griffith 
Grijalva 
Guthrie 
Gutierrez 
Hall (NY) 
Hall (TX) 
Halvorson 
Hare 
Harman 
Harper 
Hastings (FL) 
Hastings (WA) 
Heinrich 
Heller 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Herseth Sandlin 
Higgins 
Hill 
Himes 
Hinchey 
Hirono 
Hodes 
Holden 
Holt 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Hunter 
Inslee 
Israel 
Issa 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson Lee 

(TX) 
Jenkins 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Johnson, Sam 
Jones 
Jordan (OH) 
Kagen 
Kanjorski 
Kaptur 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilroy 
Kind 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kingston 
Kirk 
Kirkpatrick (AZ) 
Kissell 
Klein (FL) 
Kline (MN) 
Kosmas 
Kratovil 
Kucinich 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 

Larson (CT) 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Latta 
Lee (CA) 
Lee (NY) 
Levin 
Lewis (CA) 
Lewis (GA) 
Linder 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lowey 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Luján 
Lummis 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Lynch 
Mack 
Maffei 
Maloney 
Manzullo 
Marchant 
Markey (CO) 
Markey (MA) 
Marshall 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McCollum 
McCotter 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McIntyre 
McKeon 
McMahon 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
McNerney 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Melancon 
Mica 
Michaud 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, Gary 
Miller, George 
Minnick 
Mitchell 
Mollohan 
Moore (KS) 
Moore (WI) 
Moran (KS) 
Moran (VA) 
Murphy (CT) 
Murphy (NY) 
Murphy, Patrick 
Murphy, Tim 
Myrick 
Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 
Neugebauer 

Norton 
Nunes 
Nye 
Oberstar 
Obey 
Olson 
Olver 
Ortiz 
Owens 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor (AZ) 
Paulsen 
Payne 
Pence 
Perlmutter 
Perriello 
Peters 
Peterson 
Petri 
Pierluisi 
Pingree (ME) 
Pitts 
Platts 
Poe (TX) 
Polis (CO) 
Pomeroy 
Posey 
Price (GA) 
Price (NC) 
Quigley 
Radanovich 
Rahall 
Rangel 
Rehberg 
Reichert 
Reyes 
Richardson 
Rodriguez 
Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Rooney 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Ross 
Rothman (NJ) 
Roybal-Allard 
Royce 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Ryan (WI) 
Sablan 
Salazar 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Scalise 
Schakowsky 
Schauer 
Schiff 
Schmidt 
Schock 
Schrader 
Schwartz 

Scott (GA) 
Sensenbrenner 
Serrano 
Sessions 
Sestak 
Shadegg 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Shimkus 
Shuler 
Simpson 
Sires 
Skelton 
Slaughter 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Smith (WA) 
Snyder 
Space 
Speier 
Spratt 
Stark 
Stearns 
Stupak 
Sullivan 
Sutton 
Tanner 
Taylor 
Teague 
Terry 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tiahrt 
Tiberi 
Tierney 
Titus 
Tonko 
Towns 
Tsongas 
Turner 
Upton 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walden 
Walz 
Wamp 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watson 
Watt 
Waxman 
Weiner 
Welch 
Westmoreland 
Whitfield 
Wilson (OH) 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Wolf 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Yarmuth 
Young (AK) 
Young (FL) 

NOES—4 

Filner 
Nadler (NY) 

Paul 
Scott (VA) 

NOT VOTING—13 

Barrett (SC) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (IL) 
Eshoo 
Hinojosa 

Hoekstra 
Inglis 
Kilpatrick (MI) 
Lofgren, Zoe 
McCarthy (NY) 

McHenry 
Putnam 
Shuster 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE ACTING CHAIR 
The Acting CHAIR (during the vote). 

There are 2 minutes remaining on this 
vote. 

b 1404 

So the amendment was agreed to. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
AMENDMENT NO. 13 OFFERED BY MR. MAFFEI 
The Acting CHAIR. The unfinished 

business is the demand for a recorded 
vote on the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from New York (Mr. 
MAFFEI) on which further proceedings 
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were postponed and on which the ayes 
prevailed by voice vote. 

The Clerk will redesignate the 
amendment. 

The Clerk redesignated the amend-
ment. 

RECORDED VOTE 

The Acting CHAIR. A recorded vote 
has been demanded. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 
The Acting CHAIR. This is a 5- 

minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—ayes 416, noes 0, 
answered ‘‘present’’ 1, not voting 20, as 
follows: 

[Roll No. 352] 

AYES—416 

Ackerman 
Aderholt 
Adler (NJ) 
Akin 
Alexander 
Altmire 
Andrews 
Arcuri 
Austria 
Baca 
Bachmann 
Bachus 
Baird 
Baldwin 
Barrow 
Bartlett 
Barton (TX) 
Bean 
Becerra 
Berkley 
Berman 
Berry 
Biggert 
Bilbray 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Bishop (UT) 
Blackburn 
Blumenauer 
Blunt 
Boccieri 
Boehner 
Bonner 
Bono Mack 
Boozman 
Bordallo 
Boren 
Boswell 
Boucher 
Boustany 
Boyd 
Brady (PA) 
Brady (TX) 
Braley (IA) 
Bright 
Broun (GA) 
Brown (SC) 
Brown, Corrine 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Buchanan 
Burgess 
Burton (IN) 
Butterfield 
Buyer 
Calvert 
Camp 
Campbell 
Cantor 
Cao 
Capito 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardoza 
Carnahan 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Carter 
Cassidy 
Castle 
Castor (FL) 
Chaffetz 
Chandler 
Childers 

Christensen 
Chu 
Clarke 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Coble 
Coffman (CO) 
Cohen 
Cole 
Conaway 
Connolly (VA) 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costa 
Costello 
Courtney 
Crenshaw 
Critz 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Culberson 
Cummings 
Dahlkemper 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (KY) 
Davis (TN) 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
DeLauro 
Dent 
Deutch 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Djou 
Doggett 
Donnelly (IN) 
Doyle 
Dreier 
Driehaus 
Duncan 
Edwards (TX) 
Ehlers 
Ellison 
Ellsworth 
Emerson 
Engel 
Etheridge 
Faleomavaega 
Fallin 
Farr 
Fattah 
Filner 
Flake 
Fleming 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foster 
Foxx 
Frank (MA) 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Fudge 
Gallegly 
Garamendi 
Garrett (NJ) 
Gerlach 
Gingrey (GA) 
Gohmert 
Gonzalez 
Goodlatte 
Granger 
Graves 

Grayson 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Griffith 
Grijalva 
Guthrie 
Hall (NY) 
Hall (TX) 
Halvorson 
Hare 
Harman 
Harper 
Hastings (FL) 
Hastings (WA) 
Heinrich 
Heller 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Herseth Sandlin 
Higgins 
Hill 
Himes 
Hinchey 
Hirono 
Hodes 
Holden 
Holt 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Hunter 
Inslee 
Israel 
Issa 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson Lee 

(TX) 
Jenkins 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Johnson, Sam 
Jones 
Jordan (OH) 
Kagen 
Kanjorski 
Kaptur 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilroy 
Kind 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kingston 
Kirk 
Kirkpatrick (AZ) 
Kissell 
Klein (FL) 
Kline (MN) 
Kosmas 
Kratovil 
Kucinich 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Latta 
Lee (CA) 
Lee (NY) 
Levin 
Lewis (CA) 
Lewis (GA) 
Linder 

Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lowey 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Luján 
Lummis 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Lynch 
Mack 
Maffei 
Maloney 
Manzullo 
Marchant 
Markey (CO) 
Markey (MA) 
Marshall 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McCollum 
McCotter 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McIntyre 
McKeon 
McMahon 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
McNerney 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Melancon 
Mica 
Michaud 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, Gary 
Miller, George 
Minnick 
Mitchell 
Mollohan 
Moore (KS) 
Moore (WI) 
Moran (KS) 
Moran (VA) 
Murphy (CT) 
Murphy (NY) 
Murphy, Patrick 
Murphy, Tim 
Myrick 
Nadler (NY) 
Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 
Neugebauer 
Norton 
Nunes 
Nye 
Oberstar 
Obey 

Olson 
Olver 
Ortiz 
Owens 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor (AZ) 
Paul 
Paulsen 
Payne 
Pence 
Perlmutter 
Perriello 
Peters 
Peterson 
Petri 
Pierluisi 
Pingree (ME) 
Pitts 
Platts 
Poe (TX) 
Polis (CO) 
Pomeroy 
Posey 
Price (GA) 
Price (NC) 
Quigley 
Radanovich 
Rahall 
Rangel 
Rehberg 
Reichert 
Reyes 
Richardson 
Rodriguez 
Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Rooney 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Ross 
Rothman (NJ) 
Roybal-Allard 
Royce 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Ryan (WI) 
Sablan 
Salazar 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Scalise 
Schakowsky 
Schauer 
Schiff 
Schmidt 
Schock 
Schrader 
Schwartz 
Scott (GA) 

Scott (VA) 
Sensenbrenner 
Serrano 
Sestak 
Shadegg 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Shimkus 
Shuler 
Simpson 
Sires 
Skelton 
Slaughter 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (WA) 
Snyder 
Space 
Speier 
Spratt 
Stearns 
Stupak 
Sullivan 
Sutton 
Tanner 
Taylor 
Teague 
Terry 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tiahrt 
Tiberi 
Tierney 
Titus 
Tonko 
Towns 
Tsongas 
Turner 
Upton 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walden 
Walz 
Wamp 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watson 
Watt 
Waxman 
Weiner 
Welch 
Westmoreland 
Whitfield 
Wilson (OH) 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Wolf 
Woolsey 
Yarmuth 
Young (AK) 
Young (FL) 

ANSWERED ‘‘PRESENT’’—1 

Edwards (MD) 

NOT VOTING—20 

Barrett (SC) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (IL) 
Delahunt 
Eshoo 
Giffords 
Gordon (TN) 

Gutierrez 
Hinojosa 
Hoekstra 
Inglis 
Kilpatrick (MI) 
Lofgren, Zoe 
McHenry 

Putnam 
Sessions 
Shuster 
Smith (TX) 
Stark 
Wu 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE ACTING CHAIR 
The Acting CHAIR (during the vote). 

There are 2 minutes remaining on this 
vote. 

b 1410 

So the amendment was agreed to. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
The Acting CHAIR. The question is 

on the committee amendment in the 
nature of a substitute, as amended. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The Acting CHAIR. Under the rule, 

the Committee rises. 
Accordingly, the Committee rose; 

and the Speaker pro tempore (Mr. 

WEINER) having assumed the chair, Mr. 
CUELLAR, Acting Chair of the Com-
mittee of the Whole House on the State 
of the Union, reported that that Com-
mittee, having had under consideration 
the bill (H.R. 5072) to improve the fi-
nancial safety and soundness of the 
FHA mortgage insurance program, pur-
suant to House Resolution 1424, re-
ported the bill back to the House with 
an amendment adopted in the Com-
mittee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the rule, the previous question is or-
dered. 

The question is on the committee 
amendment in the nature of a sub-
stitute, as amended. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

question is on the engrossment and 
third reading of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, and was read the 
third time. 

MOTION TO RECOMMIT 
Mr. LEE of New York. Mr. Speaker, I 

have a motion to recommit at the 
desk. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is the 
gentleman opposed to the bill? 

Mr. LEE of New York. In its current 
form. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Clerk will report the motion to recom-
mit. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Mr. Lee of New York moves to recommit 

the bill, H.R. 5072, to the Committee on Fi-
nancial Services with instructions to report 
the same back to the House forthwith with 
the following amendment: 

At the end of the bill, add the following 
new sections: 
SEC. 16. PROHIBITION OF MORTGAGE INSUR-

ANCE FOR BORROWERS WITH STRA-
TEGIC DEFAULTS. 

Section 203 of the National Housing Act (12 
U.S.C. 1709), as amended by the preceding 
provisions of this Act, is further amended by 
adding at the end the following new sub-
section: 

‘‘(z) PROHIBITION OF MORTGAGE INSURANCE 
FOR BORROWERS WITH STRATEGIC DE-
FAULTS.— 

‘‘(1) PROHIBITION.—The Secretary may not 
newly insure any mortgage under this title 
that is secured by a 1- to 4-family dwelling 
unless the mortgagee has determined, in ac-
cordance with such standards and require-
ments established by the Secretary, that the 
mortgagor under such mortgage has not pre-
viously engaged in any strategic default with 
respect to any residential mortgage loan. 

‘‘(2) STRATEGIC DEFAULT.—For purposes of 
this subsection, the term ‘strategic default’ 
means, with respect to a residential mort-
gage loan, an intentional default having such 
characteristics or under such circumstances 
as the Secretary shall, by regulation, pro-
vide.’’. 
SEC. 17. PROHIBITION ON TAXPAYER BAILOUT OF 

FHA PROGRAM. 
Section 205 of the National Housing Act (12 

U.S.C. 1711), as amended by the preceding 
provisions of this Act, is further amended by 
adding at the end the following new sub-
section: 

‘‘(h) TAXPAYER PROTECTION.—The Sec-
retary shall use all available actions and 
methods authorized under law to ensure 
compliance with subsection (f)(2) and to pro-
tect the taxpayers of the United States from 
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH4364 June 10, 2010 
financial responsibility for any obligations 
of the Fund, including authority to increase 
insurance premiums charged under this title 
for mortgages that are obligations of the 
Fund, authority to establish more stringent 
underwriting standards for such mortgages, 
and authority to increase the amount of cash 
or its equivalent required to be paid on ac-
count of the property subject to such a mort-
gage.’’. 

Mr. LEE of New York (during the 
reading). Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent to dispense with the reading. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from New York? 

Ms. WATERS. I object. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Objec-

tion is heard. 
The Clerk will continue to read. 
The Clerk continued to read. 

b 1415 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from New York is recognized 
for 5 minutes. 

Mr. LEE of New York. Mr. Speaker, 
the underlying bill that we have been 
considering today is an important one, 
and I support the provisions that are 
included in H.R. 5072, the FHA Reform 
Act of 2010. It gives HUD new tools that 
will allow the FHA to protect tax-
payers against fraudulent or poorly un-
derwritten and insured loans. 

The goal of H.R. 5072 is for HUD to 
begin the process of putting FHA back 
on the road to a program that has ade-
quate capital in reserve to weather 
whatever problems it encounters down 
the road. However, H.R. 5072 is not a 
cure-all. We can do more to ensure that 
American taxpayers are better pro-
tected. 

During the past 2 years, FHA’s mar-
ket share has significantly increased 
from less than 5 percent to more than 
30 percent. As FHA’s market share has 
increased, taxpayer exposure has con-
tinued to grow day by day. That is why 
we must do everything we can to en-
sure that the program is being run in a 
safe and sound manner and that the 
taxpayers will not be asked to pay for 
yet another government bailout. 

The motion does two important 
things. First, it prohibits the FHA 
from insuring loans from borrowers 
who have strategically defaulted on 
previous loans. Second, it prohibits a 
taxpayer bailout of the FHA program. 

According to a study by Experian and 
management consulting firm Oliver 
Wyman, from 2007 to 2008, the number 
of strategic defaults more than doubled 
to 588,000, and a separate 2009 survey 
found that more than a quarter of all 
existing defaults were strategic. 

Meanwhile, there are lawyers, scam 
artists and opportunists touting the fi-
nancial benefits of walking away from 
a mortgage and offering to help you do 
that for a fee. Not a day goes by that 
we don’t read another news article 
about folks who are making calculated 
decisions to stop paying their mort-
gages even though they still have the 
ability to pay. We are not talking 
about those families who have fallen on 

hard times or who simply can no longer 
afford to make their payments. We are 
talking about this new trend of people 
who voluntarily choose to stop paying 
their mortgages even though they still 
have the ability to pay. 

While these decisions should ulti-
mately be left to the individual, we 
should put in place more stringent pen-
alties to discourage this irresponsible 
behavior. If borrowers make decisions 
to strategically default on their loans, 
they certainly should not be allowed to 
benefit from a government-subsidized 
program. 

This motion makes it clear: if you 
can afford to pay your mortgage and 
choose not to, you will no longer be eli-
gible to secure an FHA mortgage. This 
motion calls on the Secretary of HUD 
to define strategic default and to work 
with lenders to identify and to prevent 
borrowers from participating in the 
FHA program. 

This motion also prohibits a tax-
payer bailout of the FHA program by 
requiring HUD to use all available 
methods at its disposal to ensure that 
the program is properly capitalized and 
that the taxpayer is protected, ensur-
ing that mortgage applicants have 
truly enough skin in the game. 

As Ranking Member BACHUS said in 
yesterday’s motion to instruct con-
ferees on the financial regulatory re-
form conference, it is time to end bail-
outs once and for all. Whether it is $145 
billion for Fannie and Freddie or an-
other $60 billion for AIG, Chrysler and 
GM, the American public has suffered 
enough from bailout fatigue. 

This motion to recommit ensures 
that the FHA uses its existing authori-
ties to ensure that the program does 
not need an appropriation and that 
taxpayers are protected. 

While the underlying legislation 
makes significant improvements to the 
FHA program and goes a long way to 
providing HUD with the tools it will 
need to improve the financial condition 
of the FHA program, these additional 
prohibitions on strategic default bor-
rowers and on taxpayer bailouts will 
ensure that the FHA program stays on 
a solid financial path and that Amer-
ican taxpayers will be protected from 
yet another bailout. 

I urge the adoption of this motion, 
and I yield back the balance of my 
time. 

Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. I rise 
to speak on the motion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is the 
gentleman opposed to the motion? 

Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. I don’t 
know yet. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without 
objection, the gentleman from Massa-
chusetts is recognized for 5 minutes. 

There was no objection. 
Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. Well, I 

was disappointed that my colleague on 
the Financial Services Committee 
wouldn’t observe the tradition that we 
have of yielding to each other. If he 
had, I could have saved the Members a 
lot of time because I am going to urge 
people to vote for it. 

I will say that it might need a word 
or two of improvement. If it had, in 
fact, been offered at the Financial 
Services Committee, either provision, 
we could have accepted it then, but 
then Members wouldn’t have had a 
chance to make dramatic speeches on 
the floor, so I suppose that explains 
why we had to go through this. 

I urge adoption of the amendment of 
the recommittal motion, and I yield 
back the balance of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without 
objection, the previous question is or-
dered on the motion to recommit. 

There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

question is on the motion to recommit. 
The motion to recommit was agreed 

to. 
Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. Mr. 

Speaker, pursuant to the instructions 
of the House in the motion to recom-
mit, I report the bill, H.R. 5072, back to 
the House with an amendment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. FRANK of Mas-

sachusetts: 
At the end of the bill, add the following 

new sections: 
SEC. 16. PROHIBITION OF MORTGAGE INSUR-

ANCE FOR BORROWERS WITH STRA-
TEGIC DEFAULTS. 

Section 203 of the National Housing Act (12 
U.S.C. 1709), as amended by the preceding 
provisions of this Act, is further amended by 
adding at the end the following new sub-
section: 

‘‘(z) PROHIBITION OF MORTGAGE INSURANCE 
FOR BORROWERS WITH STRATEGIC DE-
FAULTS.— 

‘‘(1) PROHIBITION.—The Secretary may not 
newly insure any mortgage under this title 
that is secured by a 1- to 4-family dwelling 
unless the mortgagee has determined, in ac-
cordance with such standards and require-
ments established by the Secretary, that the 
mortgagor under such mortgage has not pre-
viously engaged in any strategic default with 
respect to any residential mortgage loan. 

‘‘(2) STRATEGIC DEFAULT.—For purposes of 
this subsection, the term ‘strategic default’ 
means, with respect to a residential mort-
gage loan, an intentional default having such 
characteristics or under such circumstances 
as the Secretary shall, by regulation, pro-
vide.’’. 
SEC. 17. PROHIBITION ON TAXPAYER BAILOUT OF 

FHA PROGRAM. 
Section 205 of the National Housing Act (12 

U.S.C. 1711), as amended by the preceding 
provisions of this Act, is further amended by 
adding at the end the following new sub-
section: 

‘‘(h) TAXPAYER PROTECTION.—The Sec-
retary shall use all available actions and 
methods authorized under law to ensure 
compliance with subsection (f)(2) and to pro-
tect the taxpayers of the United States from 
financial responsibility for any obligations 
of the Fund, including authority to increase 
insurance premiums charged under this title 
for mortgages that are obligations of the 
Fund, authority to establish more stringent 
underwriting standards for such mortgages, 
and authority to increase the amount of cash 
or its equivalent required to be paid on ac-
count of the property subject to such a mort-
gage.’’. 

Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts (during 
the reading). I ask unanimous consent 
that the reading be dispensed with. 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 

objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Massachusetts? 

There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

question is on the amendment. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

question is on the engrossment and 
third reading of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, and was read the 
third time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the passage of the bill. 

The question was taken; and the 
Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the ayes appeared to have it. 

RECORDED VOTE 

Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Speaker, I demand a recorded vote. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to clause 8 of rule XX, this 15- 
minute vote on passage will be fol-
lowed by a 5-minute vote on suspension 
of the rules with regard to S. 3473. 

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—ayes 406, noes 4, 
not voting 21, as follows: 

[Roll No. 353] 

AYES—406 

Ackerman 
Aderholt 
Adler (NJ) 
Akin 
Alexander 
Altmire 
Andrews 
Arcuri 
Austria 
Baca 
Bachmann 
Bachus 
Baird 
Baldwin 
Barrow 
Bartlett 
Barton (TX) 
Bean 
Becerra 
Berkley 
Berry 
Biggert 
Bilbray 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Bishop (UT) 
Blackburn 
Blumenauer 
Blunt 
Boccieri 
Boehner 
Bonner 
Bono Mack 
Boozman 
Boren 
Boswell 
Boucher 
Boustany 
Boyd 
Brady (PA) 
Brady (TX) 
Braley (IA) 
Bright 
Brown (SC) 
Brown, Corrine 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Buchanan 
Burgess 
Burton (IN) 
Butterfield 
Buyer 
Calvert 
Camp 
Campbell 
Cantor 

Cao 
Capito 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardoza 
Carnahan 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Carter 
Cassidy 
Castle 
Castor (FL) 
Chaffetz 
Chandler 
Childers 
Chu 
Clarke 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Coble 
Coffman (CO) 
Cohen 
Cole 
Conaway 
Connolly (VA) 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costello 
Courtney 
Crenshaw 
Critz 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Culberson 
Cummings 
Dahlkemper 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (KY) 
Davis (TN) 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
DeLauro 
Dent 
Deutch 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Djou 
Doggett 
Donnelly (IN) 
Doyle 
Dreier 
Driehaus 
Duncan 
Edwards (MD) 

Edwards (TX) 
Ehlers 
Ellison 
Ellsworth 
Emerson 
Engel 
Etheridge 
Fallin 
Farr 
Fattah 
Filner 
Fleming 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foster 
Foxx 
Frank (MA) 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Fudge 
Gallegly 
Garamendi 
Garrett (NJ) 
Gerlach 
Giffords 
Gingrey (GA) 
Gohmert 
Gonzalez 
Goodlatte 
Gordon (TN) 
Granger 
Graves 
Grayson 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Griffith 
Grijalva 
Guthrie 
Gutierrez 
Hall (NY) 
Hall (TX) 
Halvorson 
Hare 
Harman 
Harper 
Hastings (FL) 
Hastings (WA) 
Heinrich 
Heller 
Herger 
Herseth Sandlin 
Higgins 
Hill 
Himes 
Hinchey 
Hirono 
Hodes 

Holden 
Holt 
Hoyer 
Hunter 
Inslee 
Israel 
Issa 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson Lee 

(TX) 
Jenkins 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Johnson, Sam 
Jones 
Jordan (OH) 
Kagen 
Kanjorski 
Kaptur 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilroy 
Kind 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kingston 
Kirk 
Kirkpatrick (AZ) 
Kissell 
Klein (FL) 
Kline (MN) 
Kosmas 
Kratovil 
Kucinich 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Latta 
Lee (CA) 
Lee (NY) 
Levin 
Lewis (CA) 
Lewis (GA) 
Linder 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Lowey 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Luján 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Lynch 
Mack 
Maffei 
Maloney 
Manzullo 
Marchant 
Markey (CO) 
Markey (MA) 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McCollum 
McCotter 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McIntyre 
McKeon 
McMahon 

McMorris 
Rodgers 

McNerney 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Melancon 
Mica 
Michaud 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, Gary 
Miller, George 
Minnick 
Mitchell 
Mollohan 
Moore (KS) 
Moore (WI) 
Moran (KS) 
Moran (VA) 
Murphy (CT) 
Murphy (NY) 
Murphy, Patrick 
Murphy, Tim 
Myrick 
Nadler (NY) 
Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 
Neugebauer 
Nunes 
Nye 
Oberstar 
Olson 
Olver 
Ortiz 
Owens 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor (AZ) 
Paulsen 
Payne 
Pence 
Perlmutter 
Perriello 
Peters 
Petri 
Pingree (ME) 
Pitts 
Platts 
Poe (TX) 
Polis (CO) 
Pomeroy 
Posey 
Price (GA) 
Price (NC) 
Quigley 
Radanovich 
Rahall 
Rangel 
Rehberg 
Reichert 
Reyes 
Richardson 
Rodriguez 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Rooney 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Ross 
Rothman (NJ) 
Roybal-Allard 
Royce 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Ryan (WI) 
Salazar 

Sánchez, Linda 
T. 

Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Scalise 
Schakowsky 
Schauer 
Schiff 
Schmidt 
Schock 
Schrader 
Schwartz 
Scott (GA) 
Scott (VA) 
Sensenbrenner 
Serrano 
Sessions 
Sestak 
Shadegg 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Shimkus 
Shuler 
Simpson 
Sires 
Skelton 
Slaughter 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Smith (WA) 
Snyder 
Space 
Speier 
Spratt 
Stark 
Stearns 
Stupak 
Sullivan 
Sutton 
Tanner 
Taylor 
Teague 
Terry 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tiahrt 
Tiberi 
Tierney 
Titus 
Tonko 
Towns 
Tsongas 
Turner 
Upton 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walden 
Walz 
Wamp 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watson 
Watt 
Waxman 
Weiner 
Westmoreland 
Whitfield 
Wilson (OH) 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Wolf 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Yarmuth 
Young (AK) 
Young (FL) 

NOES—4 

Broun (GA) 
Flake 

Honda 
Paul 

NOT VOTING—21 

Barrett (SC) 
Berman 
Costa 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (IL) 
Delahunt 
Eshoo 

Hensarling 
Hinojosa 
Hoekstra 
Inglis 
Kilpatrick (MI) 
Lummis 
Marshall 

McHenry 
Obey 
Peterson 
Putnam 
Roe (TN) 
Shuster 
Welch 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE 
The SPEAKER pro tempore (during 

the vote). Members are advised there 
are 2 minutes remaining in this vote. 

b 1439 

So the bill was passed. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on 

the table. 
Stated for: 
Mr. ROE of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, on 

rollcall No. 353 I was unavoidably detained. 
Had I been present, I would have voted ‘‘yes.’’ 

Mr. COSTA. Mr. Speaker, on rollcall No. 
353, had I been present, I would have voted 
‘‘yes.’’ 

f 

OIL SPILL LIABILITY TRUST FUND 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The un-
finished business is the vote on the mo-
tion to suspend the rules and pass the 
bill (S. 3473) to amend the Oil Pollution 
Act of 1990 to authorize advances from 
Oil Spill Liability Trust Fund for the 
Deepwater Horizon oil spill, on which 
the yeas and nays were ordered. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Minnesota (Mr. 
OBERSTAR) that the House suspend the 
rules and pass the bill. 

This will be a 5-minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—yeas 410, nays 0, 
answered ‘‘present’’ 1, not voting 20, as 
follows: 

[Roll No. 354] 

YEAS—410 

Ackerman 
Aderholt 
Adler (NJ) 
Akin 
Alexander 
Altmire 
Andrews 
Arcuri 
Austria 
Baca 
Bachus 
Baird 
Baldwin 
Barrow 
Bartlett 
Barton (TX) 
Bean 
Becerra 
Berkley 
Berman 
Berry 
Biggert 
Bilbray 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Bishop (UT) 
Blackburn 
Blumenauer 
Blunt 
Boccieri 
Boehner 
Bonner 
Bono Mack 
Boozman 
Boren 
Boswell 
Boucher 
Boustany 
Boyd 
Brady (PA) 
Brady (TX) 
Braley (IA) 
Bright 
Broun (GA) 
Brown (SC) 
Brown, Corrine 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Burgess 

Burton (IN) 
Butterfield 
Calvert 
Camp 
Campbell 
Cantor 
Cao 
Capito 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardoza 
Carnahan 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Carter 
Cassidy 
Castle 
Castor (FL) 
Chaffetz 
Chandler 
Childers 
Chu 
Clarke 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Coble 
Coffman (CO) 
Cohen 
Cole 
Conaway 
Connolly (VA) 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costa 
Costello 
Courtney 
Crenshaw 
Critz 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Culberson 
Cummings 
Dahlkemper 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (KY) 
Davis (TN) 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
DeLauro 

Dent 
Deutch 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Djou 
Doggett 
Donnelly (IN) 
Doyle 
Dreier 
Driehaus 
Duncan 
Edwards (MD) 
Edwards (TX) 
Ehlers 
Ellison 
Ellsworth 
Emerson 
Engel 
Etheridge 
Fallin 
Farr 
Fattah 
Filner 
Flake 
Fleming 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foster 
Foxx 
Frank (MA) 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Fudge 
Gallegly 
Garamendi 
Garrett (NJ) 
Gerlach 
Giffords 
Gingrey (GA) 
Gohmert 
Gonzalez 
Goodlatte 
Gordon (TN) 
Granger 
Graves 
Grayson 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
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Griffith 
Grijalva 
Guthrie 
Gutierrez 
Hall (NY) 
Hall (TX) 
Halvorson 
Hare 
Harman 
Harper 
Hastings (FL) 
Hastings (WA) 
Heinrich 
Heller 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Herseth Sandlin 
Higgins 
Hill 
Himes 
Hinchey 
Hirono 
Hodes 
Holden 
Holt 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Hunter 
Inslee 
Israel 
Issa 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson Lee 

(TX) 
Jenkins 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Johnson, Sam 
Jones 
Jordan (OH) 
Kagen 
Kanjorski 
Kaptur 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilroy 
Kind 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kingston 
Kirk 
Kirkpatrick (AZ) 
Kissell 
Klein (FL) 
Kline (MN) 
Kosmas 
Kratovil 
Kucinich 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Latta 
Lee (CA) 
Lee (NY) 
Levin 
Lewis (CA) 
Lewis (GA) 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Lowey 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Luján 
Lummis 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Lynch 
Mack 
Maffei 
Maloney 
Manzullo 
Marchant 

Markey (CO) 
Markey (MA) 
Marshall 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McCollum 
McCotter 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McIntyre 
McKeon 
McMahon 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
McNerney 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Melancon 
Mica 
Michaud 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, George 
Minnick 
Mitchell 
Mollohan 
Moore (KS) 
Moore (WI) 
Moran (KS) 
Moran (VA) 
Murphy (CT) 
Murphy (NY) 
Murphy, Patrick 
Murphy, Tim 
Myrick 
Nadler (NY) 
Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 
Neugebauer 
Nunes 
Nye 
Oberstar 
Olson 
Olver 
Ortiz 
Owens 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor (AZ) 
Paul 
Paulsen 
Payne 
Pence 
Perlmutter 
Perriello 
Peters 
Peterson 
Petri 
Pingree (ME) 
Pitts 
Platts 
Poe (TX) 
Polis (CO) 
Pomeroy 
Price (GA) 
Price (NC) 
Quigley 
Radanovich 
Rahall 
Rangel 
Rehberg 
Reichert 
Reyes 
Richardson 
Rodriguez 
Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Rooney 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Ross 

Rothman (NJ) 
Roybal-Allard 
Royce 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Ryan (WI) 
Salazar 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Scalise 
Schakowsky 
Schauer 
Schiff 
Schmidt 
Schock 
Schrader 
Schwartz 
Scott (GA) 
Scott (VA) 
Sensenbrenner 
Serrano 
Sessions 
Sestak 
Shadegg 
Sherman 
Shimkus 
Shuler 
Simpson 
Sires 
Skelton 
Slaughter 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Smith (WA) 
Snyder 
Space 
Speier 
Spratt 
Stark 
Stearns 
Stupak 
Sullivan 
Sutton 
Tanner 
Taylor 
Teague 
Terry 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tiahrt 
Tiberi 
Tierney 
Titus 
Tonko 
Towns 
Tsongas 
Turner 
Upton 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walden 
Walz 
Wamp 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watson 
Watt 
Weiner 
Welch 
Westmoreland 
Whitfield 
Wilson (OH) 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Wolf 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Yarmuth 
Young (AK) 
Young (FL) 

ANSWERED ‘‘PRESENT’’—1 

Shea-Porter 

NOT VOTING—20 

Bachmann 
Barrett (SC) 
Buchanan 
Buyer 
Davis (CA) 

Davis (IL) 
Delahunt 
Eshoo 
Hinojosa 
Hoekstra 

Inglis 
Kilpatrick (MI) 
Linder 
McHenry 

Miller, Gary 
Obey 

Posey 
Putnam 

Shuster 
Waxman 

b 1447 

So (two-thirds being in the affirma-
tive) the rules were suspended and the 
bill was passed. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

f 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

Mrs. DAVIS of California. Mr. Speaker, on 
Thursday, June 10, 2010, I was attending to a 
family matter and missed the following votes. 

Had I been present, I would have voted: 
‘‘yea’’ on rollcall No. 347; ‘‘no’’ on rollcall No. 
348; ‘‘no’’ on rollcall No. 349; ‘‘no’’ on rollcall 
No. 350; ‘‘yea’’ on rollcall No. 351; ‘‘yea’’ on 
rollcall No. 352; ‘‘yea’’ on rollcall No. 353; 
‘‘yea’’ on rollcall No. 354. 

f 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

Ms. KILPATRICK of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, 
I was unable to attend to several votes today. 
Had I been present, I would have voted ‘‘aye’’ 
on rollcall 347; ‘‘nay’’ on rollcall 348; ‘‘nay’’ on 
rollcall 349; ‘‘nay’’ on rollcall 350; ‘‘aye’’ on 
rollcall 351; ‘‘aye’’ on rollcall 352; ‘‘aye’’ on 
rollcall 353 and ‘‘aye’’ on rollcall 354. 

f 

AUTHORIZING THE CLERK TO 
MAKE CORRECTIONS IN EN-
GROSSMENT OF H.R. 5072, FHA 
REFORM ACT OF 2010 

Ms. WATERS. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that in the engross-
ment of H.R. 5072, the Clerk be author-
ized to correct section numbers, punc-
tuation, and cross-references, and to 
make such other technical and con-
forming changes as may be necessary 
to accurately reflect the actions of the 
House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentle-
woman from California? 

There was no objection. 

f 

GENERAL LEAVE 

Ms. WATERS. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that all Members 
may have 5 legislative days to revise 
and extend their remarks and insert 
extraneous material on the subject of 
the passing of the Honorable Art Link. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentle-
woman from California? 

There was no objection. 

f 

CONGRATULATING CLINTON 
COUNTY, OHIO 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
BRIGHT). The unfinished business is the 
question on suspending the rules and 
agreeing to the resolution (H. Res. 1121) 
congratulating Clinton County and the 
county seat of Wilmington, Ohio, on 
the occasion of their bicentennial anni-
versaries. 

The Clerk read the title of the resolu-
tion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentlewoman from California (Ms. 
CHU) that the House suspend the rules 
and agree to the resolution. 

The question was taken; and (two- 
thirds being in the affirmative) the 
rules were suspended and the resolu-
tion was agreed to. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

f 

LEGISLATIVE PROGRAM 

(Mr. CANTOR asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. CANTOR. Mr. Speaker, I yield to 
the gentleman from Maryland, the ma-
jority leader, for the purposes of an-
nouncing next week’s schedule. 

Mr. HOYER. I thank the gentleman 
for yielding. 

On Monday, the House will meet at 
12:30 p.m. for morning-hour debate and 
2 p.m. for legislative business, with 
votes postponed until 6:30 p.m. 

On Tuesday, the House will meet at 9 
a.m. for morning-hour debate and 10 
a.m. for legislative business and recess 
immediately for the Former Members 
Association annual meeting. The House 
will reconvene at approximately 11:30 
a.m. 

On Wednesday and Thursday, the 
House will meet at 10 a.m. for legisla-
tive business. 

On Friday, the House will meet at 9 
a.m. for legislative business. 

We will consider several bills under 
suspension of the rules. The complete 
list of all suspension bills will be an-
nounced, as is the custom, by the close 
of business tomorrow. 

In addition, we will consider H.R. 
5297, the Small Business Lending Fund 
Act of 2010; and possibly H.R. 5175, the 
DISCLOSE Act; and, again, possible ac-
tion on H.R. 4899, the Supplemental 
Appropriations Act of 2010. 

Mr. CANTOR. I thank the gentleman. 
Mr. Speaker, I would ask the gen-

tleman, in addition to next week’s 
schedule, can the gentlemen tell us 
what he expects to consider on the 
floor between now and the July 4 recess 
beyond next week? 

Mr. HOYER. In addition to the legis-
lation I have announced for next 
week—the Small Business Lending Act, 
the DISCLOSE Act, and the supple-
mental—we will also consider in the fu-
ture a Wall Street reform conference 
report. 

As the gentleman knows, the con-
ference is having its first session today 
as an open conference, full participa-
tion. I expect that to hopefully con-
clude within the next few weeks, per-
haps sooner. And I expect to have that 
bill on the floor and to the President 
by the July 4 break. 

In addition to that, we have the 
American Jobs and Closing Tax Loop-
holes Act, which is being considered by 
the Senate now. We passed this bill, as 
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you know, 2 weeks ago. The Senate, 
however, had left town, and they could 
not take action to extend unemploy-
ment benefits and to preclude cuts to 
Medicare payments to ensure seniors 
would get their doctors. I know the 
Senate is now working on this bill. And 
if they amend it, we will look at that 
and see what House action might be 
necessary. 

In addition, we are looking at a budg-
et resolution. We are still working with 
Chairman SPRATT on a budget resolu-
tion that shows we have cognizance of 
the concerns that all of our Members 
have, A, about the deficit and also 
about constraining spending. As the 
gentleman knows, the President has 
sent to us a budget that for nondefense, 
nonsecurity spending is frozen not only 
for this year but for 2 years to come. 
So we are considering that. 

In addition, the gentleman and I have 
been working very hard on Iran sanc-
tions. I was at the White House today. 
I congratulated the President on the 
administration’s success in having 
passed through the Security Council 
the Iran sanctions legislation. It is 
good legislation. Hopefully, all nations 
will abide by it, have its impact. 

On the other hand, I think the gen-
tleman and I both agree there need to 
be additional efforts made. We urge the 
Europeans, who will be meeting short-
ly, to do the same and hopefully have 
an even stronger resolution. 

And then it’s my expectation—I have 
talked to Mr. BERMAN, and I know you 
have talked to Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN—my 
hope is that we will have—and my re-
quest, more than a hope, my request is 
that the conference report be brought 
to the floor the week of the 21st. And I 
have indicated that that is my expecta-
tion. 

I want to also congratulate Ambas-
sador Susan Rice for the job that she 
did in drafting the resolution that was 
adopted and successfully passing it yes-
terday. I am looking forward to work-
ing with the gentleman. 

In addition to that, as you know, we 
have a supplemental that we want to 
have considered. We need to fund our 
troops that are in harm’s way and 
make sure they have the resources nec-
essary to carry out the mission they 
have been given. And I expect the sup-
plemental to be on the floor possibly as 
early as next week. I would hope that 
we could get it that early, but cer-
tainly I expect it to pass before we 
leave. 

It is my understanding that funding 
is available into July so that we have 
some flexibility, but my view is that 
we will pass it. And I will be pushing 
very hard to pass the supplemental, 
make sure our troops are funded. And I 
would hope that we could work on that 
on a bipartisan basis. 

That is not all that will be done, but 
those are the significant parts of what 
I expect the agenda to be for the next 
3 weeks. 

Mr. CANTOR. I thank the gentleman. 
I specifically, Mr. Speaker, want to 

thank the gentleman for his efforts on 

behalf of trying to get a resolution out 
of the conference committee on the 
Iran sanctions bill—again, as he says, 
Mr. Speaker, something that he and I 
have worked on for some time now. I 
thank him for his commitment to that 
and working on that. 

I would also ask the gentleman if any 
of the reports that I have heard about 
a possible resolution having to do with 
the flotilla, in terms of the actions 
that occurred, that Israel undertook to 
defend itself in interdicting the ship on 
the alleged mission of aid that it was 
claiming to be on, and whether we can 
expect any resolution along those lines 
in support of our ally Israel. 

Mr. HOYER. I thank the gentleman 
for his question. 

As I am sure most people know, the 
gentleman and I agreed—I made a 
statement on the floor last night, and 
I made a statement immediately 
after—Israel, like any other nation in 
the world that is assaulted by a ter-
rorist organization that wants its de-
mise, wants to kill its people and push 
it from its country, any nation on 
Earth, including ours, would defend 
itself. That is what they did. 

They gave 2 weeks’ notice, of course, 
as the gentleman knows, to the Turks 
and to the individuals who were under-
taking this so-called humanitarian 
mission. 

And I might say that the gentleman 
and I share a humanitarian concern 
about the plight of the Palestinian peo-
ple. Unfortunately, they are ill-served 
by some of those who have, by force, 
taken over their leadership in Gaza. 

But Israel did what any nation would 
do. It gave notice and said, if you will 
deliver those to Ashdod, the port, we 
will offload the humanitarian material 
and make sure that it’s delivered to its 
recipients, not to a terrorist organiza-
tion that would use it for purposes of 
terror and attacks on civilians, but use 
it for the purposes of relieving those in 
some distress. 

I would point out, as the gentleman 
well knows, international reports are 
that, in fact, there are sufficient food 
and medicine in Gaza today. It is my 
view that that mission, in effect, ac-
complished its objective, and its objec-
tive was to create confrontation and to 
put at risk the security of Israel and 
its people. 

So that the answer to your question 
is that I have talked to Mr. BERMAN 
and I want to talk to you, as well, so 
that we can determine what is the best 
course of action for us to take. 

Mr. CANTOR. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the gentleman for his continued com-
mitment and share with him the com-
mitment to strengthen the alliance be-
tween ourselves in the United States 
and Israel in the continuing struggle 
that all of us have in terms of pushing 
back against the terrorist threat, state 
sponsors of terror and their proxies in 
the Middle East, and as they pose the 
existential threats to our ally Israel as 
well as U.S. interests in the region. So 
I look forward to working with him on 
that. 

Mr. Speaker, I would go back to the 
gentleman’s statements with regards 
to financial regulation and a con-
ference report. I know there has been a 
lot of indication, especially on the part 
of Chairman FRANK, about the willing-
ness to be open and make sure that C– 
SPAN cameras are there so the public 
can understand and have access. 

I was somewhat alarmed, though, 
with the statements made by the chair-
man, as reported in the press, when he 
said, ‘‘Some negotiations will take 
place more publicly than others,’’ and 
just wanted the gentleman to assure us 
that there will be no negotiations on-
going without having the light of cam-
eras on and/or at least a fair hearing 
among Members of both parties. 

b 1500 
Mr. HOYER. I thank the gentleman 

for his question. 
None of us want to commit to not 

talking to one another privately, I 
think. I think that’s what the chair-
man was referring to. I am sure he and 
Mr. DODD will speak. I am sure that he 
and the gentleman from Alabama, the 
ranking Republican, Mr. SHELBY, may 
be speaking. The chairman and I both 
served with Mr. SHELBY, and I am sure 
that there will be discussions with the 
ranking Republican from our side. 

That may not be in the context of 
the conference itself where there will 
be cameras, where there will be an 
open opportunity to offer amendments 
and fully debate and discuss various 
options. Frankly, I’ve not been too 
pleased personally with the fact that 
we don’t have a lot of conferences. I 
think conferences are good. I think 
they accomplish a worthy objective of 
bringing reconciliation between the 
two Houses and frankly giving an op-
portunity for each perspective that’s 
represented on the conference to be ar-
ticulated. And I think this will be, 
from that standpoint, a model con-
ference. 

And I think Mr. FRANK does intend, 
as he has said, to have an open con-
ference with full debate and voting in 
the light of day on various different 
proposals. 

Mr. CANTOR. I thank the gentleman 
for that. 

In that spirit, Mr. Speaker, of want-
ing to try to work together in a civil 
manner and to try to get the work of 
the people done, the gentleman men-
tioned the war supplemental for sched-
uling perhaps next week. And obvi-
ously we continue to be concerned, Mr. 
Speaker, on the part of our Members, 
their constituents, about the involve-
ment, openness of discussion, debate 
around the issue of the spending in the 
supplemental bill to fund our troops. 

And this is actually, Mr. Speaker, a 
bill we can work on together. And the 
gentleman indicates that that bill may 
be coming to the floor. And I would ask 
the gentleman should we expect that 
bill to go through the appropriations 
committee before it comes to the floor 
to allow for that open input, that col-
laboration to result in a better bill 
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that would reflect the will of the Amer-
ican people? 

And I yield. 
Mr. HOYER. I thank the gentleman 

for yielding. 
I have not discussed specifically what 

actions Mr. OBEY—Mr. OBEY is looking 
at the supplemental. It was sent over 
to us. And he’s discussing it with the 
various subcommittee chairs, I know. I 
don’t know whether he’s discussed it 
with Mr. LEWIS at this point in time. 
But I do know that, as you know, he 
had a markup scheduled on our supple-
mental the week before we left. That 
was canceled, so it didn’t go forward; 
and then the Senate passed its bill. 

But I would certainly hope that your 
side has input on what they want, what 
you want, what you think ought to be 
in there. Obviously, we want to respond 
to some of the crisis not only offshore 
in Iraq—well, this is mainly Afghani-
stan and Pakistan as the gentleman 
knows, but my belief is Mr. OBEY will 
want to have input as well. 

So I can’t give you specifically be-
cause Mr. OBEY has not indicated to me 
at this point in time what his specific 
plans are. But I understand the gentle-
man’s interest. 

Mr. CANTOR. I thank the gentleman 
for that, Mr. Speaker, and I would indi-
cate that having spoken with the ap-
propriators that Mr. LEWIS has not 
heard from Mr. OBEY on that, and we 
will wait to hear, and I am sure he’s 
anxiously awaiting. 

Mr. Speaker, I would also like to ask 
the gentleman about the budget and 
what we can expect as far as the budget 
having now been in June, there having 
been no budget, and can we expect a 
markup in the Budget Committee prior 
to our leaving for the July 4 recess? 

I yield. 
Mr. HOYER. I thank the gentleman 

for yielding. 
As you know, Mr. SPRATT and I and 

others have been working on this for 
many months now to try to see if there 
is a budget that can garner majority 
support. There was some indication, I 
will tell the gentleman—he’s usually at 
the White House with us. He wasn’t 
with us today. But Mr. CANTOR is usu-
ally joining us at the White House in 
our meetings with the President. 

But the fact is that the Senate Re-
publican leader indicated he’d like to 
see some bipartisan agreement, at least 
on spending levels and observed that he 
thought the spending levels the Presi-
dent had sent down for our consider-
ation were—he would like to see a 
lower number but he appreciated the 
fact that that number was sent down 
and was a constraint on spending, in 
fact, froze non-defense, non-security 
spending at last year’s levels and did so 
for a number of years. So I made the 
observation at that point in time that 
I was hopeful that we in fact could per-
haps reach some bipartisan agreement. 
I will be discussing with the gentleman 
probably early next week that possi-
bility. 

But I will tell you that Mr. SPRATT 
continues to work very, very hard at 

trying to see if he can come up with a 
budget resolution that reflects some-
thing that can get agreement. 

I want to tell the gentleman that one 
of the problems we have, as the gen-
tleman knows, is we have created a sit-
uation of where the budget will have 
some very tough numbers on it. They 
are realistic numbers. They are the 
numbers. They are what they are. We 
are where we are. As the gentleman 
knows, I believe that we need to work 
very, very hard to get back to the place 
where we were when we started in 2001 
when we had a balanced budget and a 
surplus projected. 

I would call attention to a statement 
of Doug Holtz-Eagen, as I am sure the 
gentleman knows, who was with the 
last administration and indicated that 
this budget would have occurred under 
Senator MCCAIN as well no matter 
what he did. We inherited an extraor-
dinarily depressed economy, an explod-
ing deficit and a substantial decrease 
in revenues. So we have an extraor-
dinarily difficult situation that we’ve 
inherited that we’re trying to deal 
with. 

The President, as you know, has ap-
pointed a commission to try to deal 
with that. We put in place statutory 
PAYGO to try to constrain spending so 
that we can get back to where I said we 
were in 4 years before the Bush admin-
istration where we had 4 years of sur-
plus. And, regrettably, we’re not there 
now; but we’re working on it. 

Mr. CANTOR. I thank the gentleman 
for that. And he knows where I stand 
on that issue and where our side is con-
tinuing to want to see a budget, just 
like most of the American people are 
having to do every day is come up with 
a budget of how they can make their 
businesses work and their families 
make it through the month. So I appre-
ciate that spirit with which the gen-
tleman offers that. 

Mr. Speaker, I would say to the gen-
tleman that I read an article in Roll 
Call this week that had to do with 
these colloquies that somehow indi-
cated that the gentleman and I were 
unable to come to the floor and to 
‘‘play nice together.’’ I will say I know 
the gentleman doesn’t take any of this 
personally, nor do I, because I enjoy 
coming to the floor to debate substance 
and policy in these colloquies, some-
thing that, frankly, is not done often 
enough in this House, but as it relates 
to the priorities that the majority has 
as reflected through its scheduling 
abilities. 

And in fact, again, Mr. Speaker, this 
House doesn’t do nearly enough of this 
kind of exchange of opinion to ferret 
out how we can come to some agree-
ment. 

So I know that the gentleman shares 
in that spirit as we engage, specifically 
as that article points to, over our dif-
ferences, our differences about the pri-
ority of cutting spending now. And I 
know the gentleman does know, as I 
value, the opportunities to work with 
him on issues as we have just discussed 

having to do with the promotion of the 
U.S. security in the Middle East as it 
plays out through our ally Israel. I 
enjoy the working relationship that we 
have had on that issue; the issue 
around the Iran sanctions resolution, 
as well as he knows. As well we’ve 
worked together well on the issue of 
Puerto Rico statehood. So there is that 
history. 

But I would say again there are going 
to be times where we do disagree. And 
there is, frankly, some disagreement 
that our side has with what the major-
ity does in terms of scheduling, and 
that is its priorities on cutting spend-
ing. 

We have become very frustrated that 
we have no other vehicle to speak out 
as to the priorities of the majority 
other than our response to the sched-
uling. And these colloquies are focused 
on priorities the majority has as far as 
how it schedules this floor. 

We have become very frustrated as 
well, Mr. Speaker, that every time we 
begin even to hint at a desire to bring 
spending cuts to the floor, that some-
how we need a lecture on the last cou-
ple decades as to what’s happened in 
this country from a fiscal standpoint. 
As the gentleman knows, I’m the first 
one to offer up some contrition. Yes, 
our side is to blame as much as the 
other side for bringing us to this point. 

But none of that has anything to do 
with scheduling for the next week or 
the week thereafter. And what my aim 
is, and hopefully the gentleman knows, 
in engaging in these discussions is to 
say, please allow us to bring up some of 
the issues that the American people 
want us to do, which is to stop the 
spending now. 

And as the gentleman knows, we 
have launched on the Republican side 
of the aisle a program called YouCut, 
and frankly we have seen some bipar-
tisan support of programs under 
YouCut. We have seen the administra-
tion take on an announcement today a 
proposal in YouCut to sell excess Fed-
eral property. 

We want this to be a bipartisan issue. 
And as the gentleman has reminded 
me, as he said in the article, this is a 
colloquy based on scheduling. 

So, Mr. Speaker, I would say that the 
minority, the Republicans in this 
House, intend on bringing to the House 
floor another YouCut vote next week. 
And it will be one of five options that 
the public will be voting on and has 
begun already. And we are well over 
700,000 votes in YouCut on a 3-week pe-
riod. And, Mr. Speaker, I think that in-
dicates some real intensity behind the 
public wanting this House to finally 
stop spending now. 

So we will, Mr. Speaker, be bringing 
to the floor a vote either on the at-
tempt to sell excess Federal property, 
which is a $15 billion savings; a provi-
sion to terminate a Federal bike and 
walking program, that’s another $1.8 
billion; terminate a Federal truck 
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parking program, $62.5 million; termi-
nate a funding for private bus compa-
nies, $120 million; or a proposal to ter-
minate the Ready to Learn TV pro-
gram at $270 million of savings. 

And I would say, Mr. Speaker, to the 
gentleman the purpose of our bringing 
these to the floor is, first of all, to re-
flect the will of the American people to 
cut now, to go forward, to admit we are 
in a real tough situation fiscally in 
this country. We’re at a crossroads. 
We’ve got to start changing the culture 
here in Washington. 

So I would say to the gentleman that 
is the purpose as well as, Mr. Speaker, 
we have no other alternative unless the 
majority would schedule actual spend-
ing cuts for this debate and vote on the 
House floor. 

I would also say to the gentleman, 
Mr. Speaker, these votes will occur, 
and we will proffer these each week. 
This will begin to amass a record on 
which Member supports spending cuts 
now and which doesn’t. We have al-
ready demonstrated a commitment on 
this side of the aisle, as well as some 
on the gentleman’s side of the aisle, to 
cut $85 billion over the last three votes 
in YouCut and will continue to do that 
each week. 

And I would hope that the gentleman 
could join us in reflecting the prior-
ities that our constituents are asking 
us to put forward, and that is to get 
the Federal deficit under control. 

b 1515 

So with that, Mr. Speaker, I would 
thank the gentleman for his time and 
will yield to him for a response. 

Mr. HOYER. I thank the gentleman 
for yielding. 

I want to tell my friend that I don’t 
seek contrition. I do seek reconsider-
ation of policies that have not worked, 
of policies that were projected to grow 
the economy, bring the deficit down 
and make us a healthier, wealthier 
country. Frankly, the policies that we 
pursued in 2001 through 2006, and actu-
ally through 2009 because we couldn’t 
change policy although we were in 
charge of the House and the Senate, we 
couldn’t override a Presidential veto— 
again, not contrition, but recognition 
that the policies did not work. 

Benjamin Franklin said, It’s not a 
good thing to be penny wise and pound 
foolish. I tell my friend that he and his 
colleagues from 2001 and 2006—I think 
he voted for each one of these—voted 
for over $2 trillion in unfunded spend-
ing. That is the real problem. 

The gentleman is probably prepared 
to support, as I am—he and I will prob-
ably vote together, I hope, on a supple-
mental that provides for funding our 
troops. That won’t be paid for. We will 
expect our children and grandchildren 
to pay for that. Mr. OBEY has suggested 
a tax to pay for this war. If it is worth 
fighting, if it’s worth protecting this 
generation, it is worth paying for. I 
tend to agree with that. 

As the gentleman knows, I’m a lot 
older than he is. I have three grand-

children, and I have a great-grand-
daughter. Tragically, history tells us 
that my grandchildren and my children 
are going to have their challenge from 
a security standpoint, from a health 
standpoint, from a natural disaster 
standpoint as we have today, and 
they’re going to have to have resources 
to respond to that. 

I don’t criticize the gentleman and I 
applaud him for asking the American 
public what we all ought to ask the 
American public, what do you think we 
ought to cut. The fact of the matter is 
that your side, your ranking member, 
has prepared a budget. As I’ve told you 
before, I think it’s a budget with a 
great deal of integrity, great deal of 
political courage, and the gentleman’s 
indicated it’s a 75-year budget. It’s a 
budget that affects today, tomorrow, 
but yes, it has a vision. I applaud Mr. 
RYAN. As you know, I’m a big fan of 
Mr. RYAN’s. I don’t agree with Mr. 
RYAN, but I don’t have to agree with 
somebody to have great respect for 
their intellect and their political cour-
age and their willingness to be real, to 
put something on the table that really 
will make a difference. 

My side, for the most part, doesn’t 
agree with his treatment of Social Se-
curity, Medicare, and some other 
things. But I asked the gentleman last 
time if he wants me to put that budget 
on the floor with whatever we put on 
the floor on our side so that both of 
those can be considered. We’re prepared 
to do that. 

But my friend, I will tell you, I’m not 
looking, as I said before, for contrition. 
I am looking for recognition that we 
need to work together and be honest. 
Be honest with those American people 
that you’re asking questions to. The 
items you put on your list are worthy 
of consideration, but they will not get 
us to where we need to get. 

As Mr. Eakin, who was one of 
MCCAIN’s advisers, former Republican 
director for the OMB, as the CATO In-
stitute indicates, the policies of the 
Bush administration dug a very deep 
hole. You have contrition about it but 
that doesn’t solve it. What’s got to 
solve it is us coming together and 
being honest with the American people. 
That’s what the commission is hope-
fully going to do, and it’s going to give 
us tough recommendations, and we will 
have to clasp hands together frankly if 
those recommendations are real, hon-
est, and effective because they will be 
politically controversial because the 
medicine doesn’t always go down very 
well. 

But we have all dug a hole. I was not 
for most of the Bush policies that put 
us in those holes. I think giving up rev-
enues—that’s part of the $2 trillion of 
spending that you made, YouCut reve-
nues—but you did not pay for them. 
The thing to do if you’re going to cut 
taxes is to cut spending. The American 
public understand that, but pay for 
what you’re still going to buy. Don’t 
expect the credit card to be used by us 
and paid for by our children. 

So I tell my friend that the indi-
vidual items which you have just out-
lined are worthy of consideration, and 
asking the American public their rec-
ommendations is absolutely the right 
thing for us to do as a democratic 
body, but let us not kid the people that 
we can deal with the budget hole that 
has been dug over the last 8 years from 
surplus to deep deficit, surplus in 2001, 
deep, deep deficit in 2009, January of 
2009, is going to be solved by simply 
nibbling around the edges, no matter 
how big those figures may sound, and 
they are big. But in the magnitude of 
the problem that confronts us, they 
will not get us to where we need to be. 

I thank the gentleman for yielding. 
Mr. CANTOR. Mr. Speaker, I thank 

the gentleman and I would say I hear 
the gentleman, that he thinks that 
contrition is not enough. I hear the 
gentleman who says that he and his 
side is to blame as well, and I think 
enough is enough about going back-
wards. 

The gentleman’s heard me before on 
the floor in this colloquy quote Win-
ston Churchill when he said, Of this I 
am quite sure, that if we open a quarrel 
between the past and present, we shall 
find that we have lost our future. And 
I would say to the gentleman in the 
spirit of that quote, let’s go forward. 
Both of us can differ on policy, but it 
seems that the gentleman is more in-
terested in settling a score to have this 
side of the aisle admit that somehow 
our policies were failing. 

I have said here—I think most of my 
colleagues on this side of the aisle 
would say—spending was too high. The 
gentleman indicates that we voted on 
$2 trillion of spending while we were in 
the majority over the last several 
years. 

Mr. HOYER. Will the gentleman 
yield just to clarify? 

Mr. CANTOR. I yield. 
Mr. HOYER. We all voted for more 

spending than that over that period of 
time, given the size of our budget. 
What I said was, to be precise, you 
voted for $2 trillion of unpaid spending. 

I thank the gentleman for yielding. 
Mr. CANTOR. I thank the gentleman 

for that correction, and would say that 
with that $2 trillion figure out there, 
we could also look to see how much 
spending is going on now, and the na-
tional debt has increased by $4 trillion 
since the Democratic Party took con-
trol of this Congress, and we’ve added 
$4.8 billion in debt per day under this 
President. So there is no side immune 
to blame for more spending, which is 
why we continue to plead that let’s 
work together now. Let’s not kick the 
can down the road. 

The gentleman continues to say that 
the YouCut proposals are too small, 
though worthy, too small to even fix 
any problem. That is not true, Mr. 
Speaker. We are about trying to 
change the culture here in Washington. 
The gentleman shares with me concern 
about the life our kids, their kids and 
theirs will have in this country given 
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the actions we are taking and those 
we’re not on the floor of this House. 

So I thank the gentleman, again, for 
his willingness to engage in these sub-
stantive discussions. We need more of 
these debates on substance in the 
workings of this House, and I appre-
ciate, again, his time. 

f 

ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY, JUNE 
14, 2010 

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that when the 
House adjourns today, it adjourn to 
meet at 12:30 p.m. on Monday next for 
morning-hour debate. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Maryland? 

There was no objection. 
f 

AUTHORIZING THE SPEAKER TO 
DECLARE A RECESS ON TUES-
DAY, JUNE 15, 2010, FOR THE 
PURPOSE OF RECEIVING 
FORMER MEMBERS OF CON-
GRESS 

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that it may be in 
order on Tuesday, June 15, for the 
Speaker to declare a recess subject to 
the call of the Chair for the purpose of 
receiving in this Chamber former Mem-
bers of Congress. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Maryland? 

There was no objection. 
f 

BP REFUSING TO PROVIDE 
CRITICAL DATA AND SAMPLES 

(Mrs. MALONEY asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend her re-
marks.) 

Mrs. MALONEY. Mr. Speaker, it’s 
been more than 30 days since the Deep-
water Horizon exploded in the Gulf of 
Mexico. In that time, at least 40 mil-
lion gallons of oil have entered our 
oceans. To give you some idea what 
this means for the gulf coast, if the oil 
disaster was centered in my district, it 
would completely cover New York 
City, Long Island, Connecticut, and 
northern New Jersey, and far more in 
the east and the west. 

With a disaster of this enormous 
magnitude, it’s absolutely critical we 
know everything we can about the oil, 
its scope and its effect on the Gulf of 
Mexico. But according to recent re-
ports, BP is refusing to provide critical 
samples and data to scientists studying 
the disaster. Scientists researching the 
vast underwater damage of the oil spill 
have been denied oil samples from BP. 
Other scientists studying the flow rate 
at the source of the oil haven’t re-
ceived high quality video they re-
quested from BP’s underwater robots. 
Still more researchers have asked for, 
but not received, access to much-need-
ed data to study oil plumes beneath the 
surface of the ocean. 

It is imperative for BP to give sci-
entists inside and outside of govern-
ment access to every sample, every 
data point, and every other resource 
they need to help us understand the 
truth about BP’s oil disaster. The 
American people have a right to know. 

f 

HONORING LINDSAY POTTS 

(Ms. KAPTUR asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Ms. KAPTUR. Mr. Speaker, I rise to 
pay tribute and deeply thank on her re-
tirement from our congressional staff 
Ms. Lindsay Potts of Toledo, Ohio, 
who, for nearly 3 decades of exemplary 
and extraordinary patriotic service to 
the people of our district, State, and 
Nation has turned in her retirement 
papers. 

I’d like to thank Lindsay publicly for 
her exceptional honesty and work 
ethic, her abiding kindness, her apti-
tude and inquiring mind, her patience, 
her fine writing skills, her insatiable 
intellectual curiosity. She truly is a 
renaissance woman. 

Lindsay is also a devoted wife to 
David Beckwith, and they are parents 
to two marvelous young people, 
Schuyler and Judson, and she is sister 
to Leslie and to brothers near and far. 

Lindsay’s gifts are unmatched, her 
smile, her sparkle, her uncanny ability 
to connect to people from all walks of 
life and draw the best from them for 
community betterment, as well as em-
powerment of marginalized people in 
the days that she wrote ‘‘People Build-
ing Neighborhoods’’ for the National 
Neighborhood Commission. 

I wish her well, as does our entire 
staff, in the coming days and years. 
She will always have a home in our 
congressional family and will be 
missed by all who value her precious 
life. From the bottom of my heart and 
our hearts, Lindsay, thank you always. 
God bless you, Lindsay Potts. 

f 

GREATEST ENVIRONMENTAL 
DISASTER 

(Mr. CAO asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. CAO. Mr. Speaker, the greatest 
environmental disaster in history is 
unfolding in the Gulf of Mexico. The oil 
spill has damaged the shoreline of the 
gulf coast and my home State of Lou-
isiana. 

Each day I receive from the State 
this report listing the affected shore-
line. I have visited many of the places, 
and to Louisianans and my family, it 
reads like a list of old friends. 

You can’t really understand the im-
pact of this disaster until you hear the 
names associated with the 103 miles of 
Louisiana shoreline that already have 
been affected. 

This includes the Chandeleur Island, 
Breton Island, South Pass, South West 
Pass, Whiskey Island, Trinity Island, 
East Island, Raccoon Island, Port 

Fourchon, Grand Isle, Elmer’s Island, 
Brush Island, Pass a Loutre, Marsh Is-
land, Timbalier Islands, Lake 
Raccourci, Pilot Bayou, Isle Grande 
Terre, Devil’s Bay, Lake Felicity, 
Cheniere au Tigre, Pilot Bay, 
Timbalier Bay, Bay Ronquille, Casse 
Tete, Vermillion Bay, Bay Batiste, Bay 
Long, Lake Barre, Blind Bay, Calumet 
Island, Barataria Bay, Bastian Island 
Grande Ecaille, Wilkinson Bay Marsh. 

This disaster is bigger than anything 
we have ever seen before. I call upon 
my colleagues and the Nation to main-
tain our attention on swift response 
and recovery and to hold the respon-
sible parties accountable. 

f 

b 1530 

SPECIAL ORDERS 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 

the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 6, 2009, and under a previous order 
of the House, the following Members 
will be recognized for 5 minutes each. 

f 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Indiana (Mr. BURTON) is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

(Mr. BURTON of Indiana addressed 
the House. His remarks will appear 
hereafter in the Extensions of Re-
marks.) 

f 

UNITED STATES MARINE 
SERGEANT BRANDON BURY 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. POE) is recog-
nized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. POE of Texas. Mr. Speaker, it is 
with great pride and a heavy heart that 
I speak today of a young marine from 
my district in Texas who gave his life 
while fighting the terrorists in Afghan-
istan. 

Marine Sergeant Brandon Bury was 
killed on Sunday, June 6 during com-
bat operations in Kabul. This is a pho-
tograph of this marvelous marine. He 
leaves behind his wife, Heather, and his 
two young sons, Cole, who is 3-years- 
old, and Cade, who is 1. 

Brandon was on his third tour of 
duty. He previously served two deploy-
ments in Iraq, and he left for Afghani-
stan this April as part of a team train-
ing Afghan police. 

He was 26 years of age and a 2002 
graduate of Kingwood High School in 
Texas. In his 26 short years, Brandon 
lived a lifetime of service to other peo-
ple. 

I talked to Brandon’s mom, Terri, 
this week. She told me that Brandon 
had just called her, and he had asked 
her to send him gifts for the local Af-
ghanistan children in his next care 
package. Brandon, always thinking 
about ways to do something for some-
body else. 

I have been to Afghanistan and, let 
me tell you something, Mr. Speaker, 
those Afghani kids love American war-
riors. They love our troops, and I have 
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seen how they react to those troops 
firsthand. 

Marines like Brandon are the reason 
why. They are the best ambassadors for 
liberty and freedom that there are in 
the world because, you see, Americans 
never go to conquer. They go to lib-
erate. They go to lands they have never 
seen, and they fight for people they 
have never known. 

Brandon’s mom and dad, Terri and 
Bryan Bury, now live in Dallas, Texas, 
with his two brothers. I met Brandon 2 
years ago at a 4th of July celebration 
in Kingwood. He stood 6 foot 6 and he 
was all marine. He was an impressive 
individual, and his friends say even 
back in middle school Brandon knew 
what he wanted to do. He wanted to be 
a United States marine. 

He volunteered for the Marine Corps. 
He could have been an officer, but he 
wanted to be an enlisted man so he 
could be on the ground with other such 
marines. 

You know, Mr. Speaker, there is 
nothing like a U.S. marine. They go 
into the desert of the gun and the val-
ley of the sun. They go where others 
fear to tread and the timid are not 
found. 

These young warriors make great 
sacrifices today in the heat and the 
dust and the deserts and the rough, 
rugged mountains of Afghanistan. 
They track down those terrorists wher-
ever they try to hide. 

There have been 10 Texas warriors 
killed this year in Afghanistan, four 
from the Houston area. In our congres-
sional district in Texas, there have 
been a total of 29 warriors killed in Af-
ghanistan and Iraq. 

It has been said that wars may be 
fought by weapons, but they are won 
by warriors. Brandon Bury was an 
American warrior. He was a hero in the 
tradition of our great men and women 
who defend the flag and liberty. It is 
America’s warriors who pay the price 
for our freedom. 

In America’s first war fighting for 
freedom, Patrick Henry said, ‘‘The bat-
tle, sir, is not to the strong alone; it is 
to the vigilant, the active, and to the 
brave.’’ We are fortunate that these 
words still ring true today and that 
Americans like Brandon carry those 
values into battle. 

While we mourn the loss of Brandon 
Bury, we should thank God that a man 
like him ever lived. 

Killed with Sergeant Bury were 
Lance Corporal Derek Hernandez, 20, of 
Edinburg, Texas, and Corporal Donald 
Marler, 22, from St. Louis, part of the 
3rd Battalion, 1st Marine Regiment, 1st 
Marine Division based at Camp Pen-
dleton. These proud, young warriors 
were killed on the 66th anniversary of 
the D-day invasion of Europe. 

Shakespeare wrote about such men 
in Henry V, when he said, ‘‘From this 
day to the ending of the world, we in it 
shall be remembered. We few, we happy 
few, we band of brothers; for he today 
that sheds his blood with me shall be 
my brother.’’ 

Mr. Speaker, we shall always remem-
ber Brandon and his fellow marine 
brothers and the lives they gave for 
freedom. So today I extend my prayers 
and condolences to Brandon’s wife and 
two young boys, and his parents, his 
relatives, and his friends in the 
Kingwood community. 

Mr. Speaker, when a warrior goes off 
to faraway lands, the family stands 
vigilant at home because they, too, 
have really gone off to war. 

Brandon was a marine. He was the 
poster boy for what is best about 
America. 

Where does America get such amaz-
ing breed, this rare breed like Brandon 
Bury? Mr. Speaker, there is nothing 
quite like a marine. It was said best by 
an Army general when he said there 
are only two groups that understand 
marines—marines and the enemy. 

So Semper Fi, Brandon Bury, Semper 
Fi. 

And that’s just the way it is. 
f 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from New York (Mr. TOWNS) is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

(Mr. TOWNS addressed the House. 
His remarks will appear hereafter in 
the Extensions of Remarks.) 

f 

TRILLION WITH A ‘‘T’’ 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from California (Ms. WOOLSEY) 
is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Ms. WOOLSEY. Mr. Speaker, a week 
ago Sunday, at approximately 10:06 
a.m., after the House had adjourned for 
recess and Americans were enjoying 
their holiday weekend, the Nation 
reached a truly disturbing milestone. 
At about that moment, according to 
the National Priorities Project, the 
combined amount of taxpayer money 
spent on the wars in Iraq and Afghani-
stan reached a staggering $1 trillion. 
That’s trillion with a ‘‘T,’’ Mr. Speak-
er. 

That’s a breathtaking amount of 
money to spend, even on something 
that works. But that kind of spending 
on two bloody wars that have taken 
thousands of American lives, desta-
bilized other parts of the world, and 
done nothing to achieve national secu-
rity goals, well, it’s positively shame-
ful. 

That trillion dollars doesn’t even in-
clude some bills that haven’t yet come 
due, like future medical costs for re-
turning Iraq and Afghanistan veterans, 
a commitment we absolutely must 
keep. Nor does it include interest our 
grandchildren will pay on the debt we 
have racked up to finance these wars. 

What I can’t help thinking, Mr. 
Speaker, is the lost opportunity costs 
that we should be taking into account. 
What could we be spending that kind of 
money on if we weren’t wasting it on 
immoral wars? 

The National Priorities Project did a 
few calculations that report what we 

could do with a trillion dollars. They 
say we could provide a year’s worth of 
health care to 161 million low-income 
Americans, or we could pay for 137 mil-
lion Head Start slots, or we could put 
16 million more teachers in our ele-
mentary school classrooms. 

But a funny thing happens whenever 
we try to make significant investments 
in the American people, especially 
those who find themselves struggling 
through no fault of their own. Sud-
denly, many of the same people who 
want to hand a blank check to the Pen-
tagon become the strictest penny- 
pinchers. The priorities are completely 
distorted. We have to fight and scrap 
for every dime of spending designed to 
help our own people. But in the name 
of overseas invasion and conquest, 
money is no object and no expense is 
spared. 

We don’t need to spend a trillion dol-
lars to combat terrorism and protect 
our people. Instead, we can implement 
a smart security strategy that rejects 
warfare for the kind of real power, 
moral authority, and humanitarian de-
cency that is American. It is America 
at its very best. 

It’s time to replace the military 
surge with a civilian surge, Mr. Speak-
er. We need aid workers, diplomatic 
initiatives, civil society programs, 
teachers, democracy promotion spe-
cialists, agricultural experts and much 
more, which would and will make us 
safer at a fraction of the cost. 

Mr. Speaker, these trillion dollar 
wars have to end. It’s time to move to 
a smart security strategy. It’s time to 
bring our troops home. 

f 

BP OIL SPILL DISASTER: DAY 52 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 

previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from Florida (Ms. ROS- 
LEHTINEN) is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. Mr. Speaker, 
today represents day 52 of the worst en-
vironmental disaster in U.S. history, 
and on this 52nd day, BP is no closer to 
finding a solution. As families and 
small businesses in the Florida Keys 
and across the gulf coast continue to 
suffer, BP has failed to come through 
on an effective strategy for plugging 
the gushing rig and for picking up the 
oil. 

My office has been flooded with calls 
from constituents eager to offer their 
assistance in the cleanup effort. Com-
mercial fishermen, charter boat cap-
tains stand ready to lay boom and 
skim oil before it reaches the shore. 
Community organizations like United 
Way and the Florida Keys Environ-
ment Coalition have gathered volun-
teers ready to patrol the shoreline 
searching for tar balls. Unfortunately, 
BP has not provided these groups with 
the necessary training to assist in the 
cleanup effort. 

As many constituents have com-
plained to me, BP is failing to utilize 
members of the Keys community. In-
stead, BP is waiting until oil washes 
ashore to take action. 
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Additionally, many residents have 

called to offer their suggestions on how 
to clean up this mess. I sincerely hope 
that BP is giving due consideration to 
all of these suggestions. Clearly, BP’s 
plan has not worked. The cleanup plan 
in Louisiana is abysmal. It is time for 
BP to look elsewhere. 

Yesterday, I met with BP executives 
to discuss the company’s slow, unco-
ordinated, and half-baked response ef-
forts in Florida. At this meeting, I re-
layed the frustrations of many south 
Florida small business owners who are 
going through the BP claims process. 
These individuals are required to go 
through a long, complicated, and belit-
tling process in order to receive the 
compensation that they serve because, 
for their economic loss, they had a 
downturn in business as a result of the 
premature panic from the BP oil spill. 

b 1545 

Let me be clear: These hardworking 
men and women are not looking for a 
handout, Mr. Speaker. They would 
much rather be working. Unfortu-
nately, the disaster in the gulf has 
taken a tremendous toll on fishermen, 
on dive shops, on restaurants, on mo-
tels, and many tourist-related busi-
nesses in the Keys. 

BP needs to completely revamp its 
claims process. In the Keys, two claims 
offices opened by BP are virtually use-
less. Individuals seeking compensation 
leave these offices with stacks of com-
plicated paperwork, legal documenta-
tion, and little guidance. 

I have requested detailed information 
from BP on its claims process. We need 
to demand complete transparency in 
this process, including data on how 
claims are being evaluated, how pay-
ment sums are being determined, and 
how quickly claims are being proc-
essed. Complicated legal documents 
just will not do. 

On a related note, the Federal agen-
cies need to come up with a plan in the 
event of a tropical storm or hurricane 
in the gulf. Hurricane season has just 
started. Experts at the National Hurri-
cane Center predict that the 2010 hurri-
cane season could be one of the most 
active on record. Forecasters are pre-
dicting anywhere between 14 to 23 
named storms this season. Of course, it 
only takes one. Just ask the Florida 
residents who suffered through Hurri-
cane Andrew, or just ask those resi-
dents in New Orleans who are still re-
covering from Hurricane Katrina. 

In addition to a predicted active 
storm season, our communities are 
now saddled with the uncertainty of an 
oil spill. The ruptured oil rig is located 
right in the middle of hurricane alley. 
Scientists have suggested that the 
sheer strength of a hurricane could 
turn the oil slick into a devastating 
black surf. I shudder to think of the 
long-term economic devastation and 
environmental damage caused by this 
toxic combination. 

BP and, indeed, all of our Federal 
agencies must prepare now for a worst- 

case scenario later. BP cannot con-
tinue to sit idly by while communities 
are destroyed. 

f 

MAVI MARMARA 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from New Jersey (Mr. HOLT) is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. HOLT. Mr. Speaker, the events 
that transpired in the Mediterranean 
off the coast of Israel on May 31st were 
profoundly unfortunate and the loss of 
life is deeply regrettable. 

We await a full and credible account 
of what happened aboard the Mavi 
Marmara, yet we know that Israel has 
the right and obligation to protect her 
citizens and borders, in this case by en-
forcing a legal naval blockade to allow 
certification of peaceful end use of 
goods transported into Gaza. 

In the days since the incident, Israel 
has released all people detained and 
has inspected and trucked the flotilla 
aid cargo to Gaza, where I understand 
it awaits permission from Hamas to 
cross. 

Sadly, last week’s confrontation 
could have been avoided. Israel offered 
the flotilla organizers the chance to 
have their cargo inspected at the Port 
of Ashdod and transported to Gaza. 
Five of the six ships in the flotilla 
complied nonviolently, but the Mavi 
Marmara, loaded with over 500 people, 
refused. 

The sequence of events that subse-
quently led to violence is disputed, but 
it is obvious, to me anyway, that the 
actions of the Mavi Marmara were 
needlessly provocative. 

Israel should lead an impartial, 
transparent, and prompt examination 
of the incident. And inquiries may 
show how the interdiction could have 
been accomplished without loss of life. 

It seems to me that the Israeli sol-
diers were right to defend themselves 
from the brutal assault. We saw this on 
video. It does not seem clear that the 
situation had to unfold as it did, how-
ever. 

Israel announced yesterday that a 
highly respected team of experts will 
review the investigations that are now 
under way, with a report expected in 
about a month. The United States 
should assist our ally in this endeavor, 
and the world community should with-
hold judgment until a reliable inquiry 
is complete. Yet many around the 
world, once again, are rushing to blame 
Israel before fully examining all the 
facts. 

The United States, correctly, voted 
against a United Nations Human 
Rights Council resolution that called 
for an independent fact-finding mis-
sion, while at the same time, pre-
maturely condemning Israel’s actions. 
This apparent bias cannot be allowed 
to inflame an already volatile situa-
tion. 

I have called for increased humani-
tarian aid to the people of Gaza for 
more than a year now. Legitimate hu-

manitarian needs cannot be ignored. 
However, continued interference and 
provocations by any nation or faction 
in the region are unhelpful and dan-
gerous. 

The United States, the Arab states, 
and others must continue to facilitate 
vigorous and sustained diplomacy until 
lasting peace is achieved. Ultimately, 
only a just, permanent, and peaceful 
settlement between Israelis and Pal-
estinians can ensure the security and 
the welfare of all in the region. 

f 

FREE ENTERPRISE, FREE MARKET 
EQUALS RECOVERY 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Tennessee (Mr. DUNCAN) is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. DUNCAN. Mr. Speaker, in to-
day’s Washington Post, the very promi-
nent columnist George Will has a col-
umn about how the very limited recov-
ery that has gone on in this country 
over the last few months is a jobless re-
covery, a term that we are hearing 
from many, many experts throughout 
the country. 

I can tell you that, all over this 
country, college graduates are having 
trouble finding jobs, and many are hav-
ing to work as waiters and waitresses 
in restaurants or at other very low- 
paying jobs. In large part, that is be-
cause environmental radicals have 
forced us to send millions of good jobs 
to other countries for 30 years or more 
now, and that is the main cause of that 
problem. But another problem that is 
going on all over the country is the 
credit situation. 

Yesterday, in the Washington Times, 
there was a lengthy article about the 
problem that is still going on, that the 
banks are not making loans to anyone 
who really needs a loan, and particu-
larly small businesses are hurting. 

Well, I can tell you exactly why the 
banks are not making loans to the peo-
ple who need them. And that is be-
cause, while the President and the Sec-
retary of the Treasury—and both Presi-
dent Bush and his administration did 
this and President Obama and his Sec-
retary of the Treasury have been doing 
this—they are up here in Washington 
saying, loan, loan, loan, and the banks 
have all this money, but the examiners 
down on the local level are saying, no, 
no, no, and turning down what would 
be really good loans even in just recent 
times. 

Unless the examiners start giving 
small businesses at least some flexi-
bility, this economy is not really going 
to recover. 

We know, for instance, that there 
have been almost no jobs created over 
the last few months in the private sec-
tor. And about the only jobs that have 
been created or the biggest number of 
jobs that have been created have been 
jobs in the census, which occurs only 
once every 10 years. 

My main purpose in coming here 
today is to read into the RECORD a let-
ter that I have received from one of my 
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constituents, Mike Connor, who start-
ed with one restaurant in 1992 and now 
has a chain of 15 restaurants. 

He wrote this letter to me recently. 
He said, quote, ‘‘We, the middle-sized 
business owners, are going to need a lot 
of help in the next couple of years. As 
I understand the current health care 
reform bill, Connor Concepts, as an em-
ployer of more than 50 people, will be 
required to provide health insurance 
for all full-time employees or face a 
$3,000 fine per employee. 

‘‘We currently employ around 1,200 
team members in five States. We do 
provide health insurance for around 100 
full-time salaried management and 
upper-management staff. Of the re-
maining 1,100 team members, around 
800 are full-time and are not provided 
with health insurance. 

‘‘If we are required to pay for their 
health insurance or pay the penalty, 
we would have to pay an additional 
$2,400,000. If we are forced to pay this, 
the five States we operate in will have 
an additional 1,200 unemployed. We 
would lose a lot of money!’’ 

Mr. Connor continues, ‘‘Together 
with my team, I have built this com-
pany from one restaurant in 1992, pro-
viding jobs for 80 people, to 15 res-
taurants, employing 1,200. Right now 
we plan to continue opening one res-
taurant a year, employing 80 to 100 
people. If something doesn’t change in 
the next year or 2 with this reform, we 
will have to stop growth.’’ 

I want to repeat what he said here. 
This 15-restaurant chain, which is not a 
giant business, they will have to stop 
their growth if the health care reform 
bill goes fully into effect as it is now 
written. 

Mr. Connor continues, ‘‘Though our 
team members are not provided health 
insurance because of the expense, they 
are provided with a good pay wage, ex-
cellent vacation benefits, meal privi-
leges, and excellent working condi-
tions. More than anything else, 
though, they are provided a good job, 
one that allows them to pay their bills, 
support their families, or pay for their 
school. 

‘‘We do provide an insurance plan 
team members can pay for themselves. 
It is an inexpensive plan that has lim-
its on hospital stays but does take care 
of routine medical care.’’ 

Mr. Connor ends this letter by say-
ing, ‘‘I look forward to working with 
you in whatever way I can to change 
this law so that I can stay in business.’’ 

Businesses, Mr. Speaker, all over this 
country are facing this same situation. 
And we have got to change this and 
allow the free-enterprise, free-market 
system to work in this country once 
again if we’re going to ever have the 
recovery that our people want. 

I thank you. 
f 

TRIBUTE TO BILL HANDLEMAN 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 

previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from New Jersey (Mr. SMITH) is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Mr. 
Speaker, award-winning journalist Bill 
Handleman, 62, of the Asbury Park 
Press, tragically passed away yester-
day after a long bout with cancer. 

A family man and a humanitarian 
with a great big heart and incisive wit, 
Bill is survived by his dear wife Judy, 
his three children, his mom, extended 
family, and a boatload of friends. 

And allow me to extend our deepest 
condolences to the family and to let 
them know that our prayers are with 
them during this very, very difficult 
time. 

Mr. Speaker, to know Bill Handle-
man in person or through his prolific 
pen is to respect and admire his innate 
goodness, his generosity, and good 
humor. For years, Bill’s news beat was 
sports, and he especially liked the 
ponies. He was a four-time sportswriter 
of the year, in 1992, 2002, 2003, and 2005. 

Asbury Park Press staff writer Shan-
non Mullen writes in today’s edition, 
however, that ‘‘Bill soon discovered 
that he much preferred writing about 
everyday struggles of ordinary people 
rather than the coddled multimillion-
aire athletes he dealt with on the 
sports beat.’’ 

Bill had an extraordinary penchant 
for a compelling subject matter and 
consistently turned the seemingly 
mundane, especially those who were 
left out and left behind, into compel-
ling human interest stories. 

The Press’s Shannon Mullen again 
summed it up well: ‘‘Bill Handleman 
was a gifted storyteller. His writing 
style was direct, witty, and spare. A 
lifelong student of Hemingway, he used 
periods like an Impressionist painter 
uses a brush, preferring short, incisive 
sentences that packed a punch. And as 
a columnist, Handleman relished 
championing the underdog.’’ Mr. 
Speaker, thank God he did. 

Even as he battled cancer, Bill 
turned out one great story after an-
other with intriguing titles like, ‘‘A 
Man With a Hole in His Heart: A 
Coach’s Story’’; ‘‘No Longer Homeless: 
A Former Mogul Envisions the Fu-
ture’’; ‘‘A Different Midlife Crisis: A 
Man Learns that He Is Adopted’’; ‘‘Dur-
ing the Depression, the Poor Scramble 
for Work and Cash’’; ‘‘A Father Leaves 
Behind a Secret’’—it was a World War 
II veteran story. 

His stories made us laugh and 
touched our hearts, and they moved us 
to action, like the case of David Gold-
man. To a large extent, David Goldman 
ceased being invisible in his heroic bat-
tle to reclaim his son, Sean, from a 
child abductor in Brazil because Bill 
Handleman made it his passion to ef-
fectively inform, inspire, and challenge 
the community, including and espe-
cially lawmakers, to join David’s 
struggle for justice. 

b 1600 

‘‘For 4 years, no one could hear him. 
He was shouting in the dark,’’ David’s 
father, Barry, told Mr. Handleman in 
one column. In the 16 months since Mr. 

Handleman began telling this story, 
David’s seemingly intractable plight 
went from near total obscurity to huge 
prominence. Public officials at every 
level responded to the call. 

Each of Bill Handleman’s approxi-
mately 24 columns not only conveyed 
to readers timely and critically impor-
tant information about the Goldman 
case, but Mr. Handleman went deep be-
hind the scenes to flesh out details of 
uncommon courage, sacrifice and com-
passion. Bill Handleman gave the com-
munity rare insights into the raw emo-
tion and the fleeting successes, fol-
lowed by frustrating setbacks, the 
agony and ultimately the ecstasy of 
David and Sean’s permanent reunion. 

In a candor and depth of reporting 
found nowhere else in the print media, 
we got to know David in his own words 
as he was thinking it. Readers of the 
column were there with David on 
countless trips to Rio, to Brasilia, to 
Washington, and at home with him in 
Monmouth County. For more than a 
year, Bill Handleman allowed us to see 
it all as David did and to walk, to some 
extent, in left-behind-parents’ shoes. 
Through Bill Handleman’s incisive pen, 
we also got to know much of David 
Goldman’s family and close friends. 

We will miss Bill Handleman. I, along 
with tens and thousands of others, read 
each and every column, often with 
tears and empathy and resolve to do 
more about David Goldman’s case. 
David Goldman was, indeed, lucky that 
the columnist who embraced his quest 
turned out to be a consummate story-
teller and the Handleman column a 
true game-changer. Bill Handleman did 
an exceptional job. We will miss him 
dearly. 

Again, our prayers and our condo-
lences go out to Judy and to the fam-
ily. 

f 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from North Carolina (Mr. 
JONES) is recognized for 5 minutes. 

(Mr. JONES addressed the House. His 
remarks will appear hereafter in the 
Extensions of Remarks.) 

f 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Kansas (Mr. MORAN) is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

(Mr. MORAN of Kansas addressed the 
House. His remarks will appear here-
after in the Extensions of Remarks.) 

f 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from Ohio (Ms. KAPTUR) is rec-
ognized for 5 minutes. 

(Ms. KAPTUR addressed the House. 
Her remarks will appear hereafter in 
the Extensions of Remarks.) 

f 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Oregon (Mr. DEFAZIO) is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 
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(Mr. DEFAZIO addressed the House. 

His remarks will appear hereafter in 
the Extensions of Remarks.) 

f 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Florida (Mr. LINCOLN 
DIAZ-BALART) is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

(Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART of 
Florida addressed the House. His re-
marks will appear hereafter in the Ex-
tensions of Remarks.) 

f 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from New York (Mrs. MALONEY) 
is recognized for 5 minutes. 

(Mrs. MALONEY addressed the 
House. Her remarks will appear here-
after in the Extensions of Remarks.) 

f 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Arkansas (Mr. BOOZMAN) 
is recognized for 5 minutes. 

(Mr. BOOZMAN addressed the House. 
His remarks will appear hereafter in 
the Extensions of Remarks.) 

f 

UNDER DISCUSSION 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 6, 2009, the gentleman from Texas 
(Mr. GOHMERT) is recognized for 60 min-
utes as the designee of the minority 
leader. 

Mr. GOHMERT. Thank you, Mr. 
Speaker. 

There are three different issues that 
I am compelled to bring up and to dis-
cuss. 

One, first of all, is with what is going 
on in the Gulf of Mexico. Being from 
Texas, we are particularly sensitive to 
what happens there. There have been 
so many days on the Gulf of Mexico 
coast, on the Texas coast—Louisiana, 
Alabama, Mississippi, Florida—in all of 
those areas, and to see what is hap-
pening is heartbreaking. 

Two things need to be done. One is to 
immediately do everything we can to 
stop additional oil from flowing into 
the area. At the same time, we must 
clean up the area before we do any 
more devastation. Then the other thing 
is we need to find out what caused the 
spill and what could have been done 
better to prevent this kind of thing 
from ever happening. 

You know, we find out that British 
Petroleum had been cited 750 times, ap-
parently, on rigs for safety violations. 
Compare that to others. I believe 
Exxon and Shell may have had one dur-
ing the same period. So I mean there 
were indicators that perhaps BP was 
hurrying, that perhaps there was a test 
that didn’t work out. Well, we’ve heard 
those rumors. Yet they still continued. 
There is the rumor of someone’s 
yelling on the phone after the explo-
sion: I told you, I told you. Are you 
happy? I told you. It’s something to 

that effect. There are indications that 
perhaps people at BP knew that they 
were moving too fast and got careless. 
There was no reason for this. There was 
no reason for this. Proper measures 
had been taken. 

One of the problems we find in Amer-
ica is when the government decides to 
get involved and to do everything itself 
rather than to have the supervisory, 
the regulatory role, that it is supposed 
to have. In other words, what the Fed-
eral Government is supposed to do is to 
make sure that everybody plays fair 
and to then let them play. If you have 
a company that is playing in Federal 
ocean areas, you’ve got to make sure 
they’re not breaking the rules and 
jeopardizing your homeland. 

When asking Director Birnbaum of 
the Minerals Management Service why 
the testing had not been disclosed, she 
said, Well, it’s under investigation. So 
those reports are being utilized in the 
investigation. I publicly asked in our 
hearing for a copy of the reports be-
cause we know experts as well who can 
look at the reports and say, Well, it 
says right here that the test didn’t 
work, that there were problems that 
arose. We don’t need to wait months. 
Let’s find out what the problem was so 
that we can see if we need to fix that 
on other BP rigs. 

In the meantime, because of the 
problems there, thousands and thou-
sands of American workers are being 
punished by this administration with 
the overreaction. We’re not just stop-
ping BP and double checking their 
work. We’re going after everybody. The 
President said there would be a 6- 
month moratorium. He’s going to hurt 
everybody because of what BP may 
have done or not done. That’s no way 
to act. In the middle of a crisis, in the 
middle of a recession, you put other 
people out of work? 

You know, we heard from the fami-
lies here on Capitol Hill. Bless their 
hearts. They’ve been through so much 
with the loss of life out there on that 
rig. It’s my understanding that, even 
since the hearing, they’re not demand-
ing that drilling stop. They’ve got too 
many friends who will be out of work. 
We need to find those who are respon-
sible. Yet, in the meantime, what could 
be done? 

We have heard the President very 
nobly say, I’m in control. The adminis-
tration says they’ve been in control 
from day one. 

Yet we see this week, according to 
this article by Loren Steffy, in the 
Houston Chronicle, posted on June 8, at 
10:13 p.m.: ‘‘Three days after the explo-
sion of the Deepwater Horizon in the 
Gulf of Mexico, the Dutch Government 
offered to help. It was willing to pro-
vide ships outfitted with oil-skimming 
booms, and it proposed a plan for build-
ing sand barriers to protect sensitive 
marshlands. 

‘‘The response from the Obama ad-
ministration and British Petroleum, 
BP, which are coordinating the clean-
up, is, ‘The Embassy got a nice letter 

from the administration that said, 
‘‘Thanks, but no thanks,’’ said Geert 
Visser, consul general for the Nether-
lands in Houston.’’ ’ 

Well, wasn’t that nice. The adminis-
tration has been in control, we are 
told, from day one. We heard that be-
fore a lot of the people covering the 
event even noticed that this adminis-
tration was down there in charge. 

Apparently, within 3 days, their an-
swer was to say we don’t want help. 
These people are from the Netherlands. 
What do they know about dikes and 
sand barriers and dealing with ocean 
water? Oh, yeah. Their country has 
been reclaimed from the ocean, a good 
deal of it. Why would we want their 
help? These guys are experts on dealing 
with ocean water problems. They’ve 
been turned away. They were turned 
away. What sense does that make? Oh, 
we’re in charge. We’re in control. We’re 
running things. Yet, in the response to 
the Dutch, who had the capability to 
come in and to immediately take ac-
tion to protect the wildlife, the estu-
aries, these important marshlands, the 
beaches—and 3 days after the oil began 
gushing into the gulf—this administra-
tion basically put British Petroleum in 
charge. It said you take care of it. You 
know, we don’t have your expertise. 
You take care of it. 

We heard from Mr. Gibbs, who nicely 
said—or I believe it was, maybe, Sec-
retary Salazar, but the administration 
was pointing out that we have our boot 
on their throat. In a hearing in our 
Natural Resources Committee, I asked, 
What does that mean? The Deputy Sec-
retary of the Interior under Salazar 
and others there, I didn’t really feel, 
gave appropriate answers. I don’t 
know. I still don’t know what that 
means. We’ve got our boot on their 
throat. You know, I’d rather you boot 
me down there to Louisiana and to 
Florida and make sure that the oil is 
not getting to the shore, but when in 
our hearing they were asked about 
Louisiana’s wanting to set up little 
barrier islands out there so the oil 
wouldn’t get into the sensitive areas 
and kill the wildlife and kill off the 
livings of so many thousands of people, 
we were told in that hearing, We have 
that under discussion. Oil was gushing 
and still is, and this administration 
has those things under discussion. 

He went on to elaborate and explain. 
You see, we think it’s possible that, 

if they build these sand islands out 
there, it may actually draw more oil 
into the areas they are trying to pro-
tect. So we’re still talking about it. 

Good grief. How about checking with 
the Dutch? They offered to help 3 days 
after the explosion. 

Well, this article goes on. It says: 
‘‘Now, almost 7 weeks later, as the oil 
spewing from the battered well spreads 
across the gulf and soils pristine beach-
es and coastline, BP and our govern-
ment have reconsidered. U.S. ships are 
being outfitted this week with four 
pairs of skimming booms airlifted from 
the Netherlands and should be deployed 
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within days. Each pair can process 5 
million gallons of water a day, remov-
ing 20,000 tons of oil and sludge. At 
that rate, how much more oil could 
have been removed from the gulf dur-
ing the past month?’’ 

But we know who is in charge. 
They’ve made it clear from day one. 
They didn’t want the Dutch help for 7 
weeks, and now the administration 
says, You know what? Maybe we’ll out-
fit our own ships and do what you of-
fered to do when this first started. 

The article says: ‘‘The uncoordinated 
response to an offer of assistance has 
become characteristic of this disaster’s 
response. Too often, BP and the gov-
ernment don’t seem to know what the 
other is doing, and the response has 
seemed too slow and too confused. Fed-
eral law has also hampered the assist-
ance. The Jones Act, the maritime law 
that requires all goods be carried in 
U.S. waters by U.S.-flagged ships, has 
prevented Dutch ships with spill-fight-
ing equipment from entering U.S. 
coastal areas. 

‘‘ ‘What’s wrong with accepting out-
side help?’ Visser asked.’’ Again, Visser 
is the consul general for the Nether-
lands, who offered the assistance. 

Visser said, ‘‘ ‘If there’s a country 
that’s experienced with building dikes 
and managing water, it’s the Nether-
lands.’ 

‘‘Even if, 3 days after the rig ex-
ploded, it seemed as if the Dutch equip-
ment and expertise wasn’t needed, 
wouldn’t it have been better to accept 
it, to err on the side of having too 
many resources available rather than 
not enough? 

‘‘BP has been inundated with well-in-
tentioned cleanup suggestions, but the 
Dutch offer was different. It came 
through official channels from a gov-
ernment offering to share its dem-
onstrated expertise. 

‘‘Many in the U.S., including the 
President, have expressed frustration 
with the handling of the cleanup. In 
the Netherlands, the response would 
have been different, Visser said. 

‘‘There, the government owns the 
cleanup equipment, including the 
skimmers now being deployed in the 
gulf. 

‘‘If there’s a spill in the Netherlands, 
we give the oil companies 12 hours to 
react, he said. 

‘‘If the response is inadequate or the 
companies are unprepared, the govern-
ment takes over and sends the compa-
nies the bill. 

‘‘While the skimmers should soon be 
in use, the plan for building sand bar-
riers remains more uncertain.’’ 

That is as was mentioned in our 
hearing. We were told in our hearing 
that weeks after the explosion and the 
oil started gushing forward, Well, we 
have that under discussion. We’re con-
cerned that, if we build these little bar-
rier islands that prevent the oil from 
getting into these sensitive areas, they 
could actually cause more oil to come 
into the sensitive areas. So we are still 
having it under discussion. 

Excuse me? You’ve got people losing 
their livelihoods probably for the rest 
of their lives, and you want to come in 
and say, You know, we’re discussing it. 

Well, Louisiana Governor Bobby 
Jindal supports the idea, and the Coast 
Guard has tentatively approved the 
project. One of the proposals being con-
sidered was developed by the Dutch 
marine contractor Van Oord and 
Deltares, a Dutch research institute 
that specializes in environmental 
issues in deltas, coastal areas and riv-
ers. 

b 1615 

They have a strategy to begin build-
ing 60-mile-long sand dikes within 3 
weeks. That proposal, like the offer for 
skimmers, was rebuffed but then later 
accepted by the government. BP has 
begun paying about $360 million to 
cover the cost. Once again, though, the 
Jones Act may be getting in the way. 

American dredging companies, which 
lack the dike building expertise of the 
Dutch want to do the work themselves, 
Visser said. We don’t want to take 
over, but we have the equipment, he 
said. The Dutch have the equipment. 
They’ve offered it. While he battles the 
bureaucracy, the people of Louisiana 
suffer, their livelihoods in jeopardy 
from the onslaught of oil. Let’s forget 
about politics. Let’s get it done, was 
Visser’s last comment in the article. 

It makes no sense if somebody’s 
going to be in charge and vote 
‘‘present.’’ You can’t vote ‘‘present.’’ 
We’ll think about it. We’ll talk about 
it. We don’t want to commit, in an 
emergency. Err on the side of addi-
tional help. But, here again, we’ve got 
the Jones Act from the 1920s that 
stands in the way. 

It’s interesting, another posting on 
June 8. This is apparently in American 
Leadership. It mentions within days of 
the oil spill, several European nations 
and 13 countries in total apparently of-
fered the Obama administration ships 
to assist in the cleanup of the gulf. 
When asked about this, a State Depart-
ment press spokesman refused to iden-
tify any offers of assistance. Wouldn’t 
want to identify who’s offering to as-
sist because some reporter might actu-
ally go ask them, What were you sug-
gesting? What were you wanting to do? 
Then that might put pressure on the 
administration and might bring to 
light the fact that the administration 
had turned down help that would have 
saved the livelihoods and jobs for thou-
sands and thousands of Americans. Be-
cause we’ve heard over and over, this 
administration wants to save jobs. Not 
doing much to create them other than, 
as we heard, 411,000 of the 431,000 last 
month were created as temporary cen-
sus workers. We can create new govern-
ment jobs, but this would have saved 
jobs, and yet the response was dilatory. 

According to one newspaper, Euro-
pean firms could complete the task in 
4 months rather than an estimated 9 
months if done by the United States. 
Working with the U.S., the cleanup 

could be accomplished in 3 months. The 
Belgium firm DEME contends it can 
clean up the oil with accuracy at a 
depth of 2,000 meters. Another Euro-
pean firm with capabilities is the 
Dutch firm Jan De Nul Group. Pardon 
me if I mispronounce it. The Dutch and 
Belgians are long-time NATO allies 
and, as such, partners in international 
security cooperation. To close the door 
on them while they’re offering a help-
ing hand in a time of national emer-
gency simply makes no sense. 

According to the article, no U.S. 
companies had the ships which can ac-
complish the task, because those ships 
would cost twice as much to build in 
the U.S. as they do outside the coun-
try. This is one adverse impact of the 
Jones Act which Congress passed in the 
1920s. This piece of protectionism has 
only hampered an anemic American 
maritime industry. It also has pre-
vented a quicker response to the oil 
spill. 

European firms do have the expertise 
to clean up the spill. And again, this is 
from the posting in American Leader-
ship on June 8 by James Dean. If other 
nations have the technologies to ad-
dress this oil spill, then the adminis-
tration does have the ability to accept 
their help. 

The point’s made in this article that 
in response to Hurricane Katrina, for 
example, Department of Homeland Se-
curity, Michael Chertoff, temporarily 
waived the Jones Act in order to facili-
tate much needed transport of oil 
throughout the country. The Jones 
Act, which is supposedly about pro-
tecting jobs, is actually killing jobs. 

The jobs of fishermen, people work-
ing in tourism, and others who live 
along the gulf coast and earn a living 
there are being severely impacted. 
Those are also additional private-sec-
tor jobs which are not being created in 
the United States since the Jones Act 
effectively prices U.S.-based companies 
out of the ability to be competitive in 
the competitive global market. 

The article says, as we strive to de-
velop new technologies for a cleaner 
environment at sea, the Jones Act con-
tinues to hobble our own capabilities, 
sometimes with devastating results. 
The Jones Act needs to be waived now, 
in light of this catastrophe, and permit 
those whom we have helped and cooper-
ated with in the past to assist us in our 
need. After waiving the Jones Act for 
the gulf cleanup effort, Congress and 
the administration should repeal it al-
together. 

And that was coauthored by Claude 
Berube, and I was reading directly from 
that posting. 

It sure makes sense. We say we want 
to help folks. Why not let people want-
ing to help us help us clean the mess 
up? It would not be that difficult. 

But one of the other things we no-
ticed in questioning Director 
Birnbaum, we find out, well, we’re 
going to fix the problem of the Min-
erals Management Service. We’re going 
to divide it into three parts. When I 
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asked if she was aware that the only 
entity within MMS that was unionized 
was the offshore inspectors, she seemed 
surprised, wasn’t sure if that was true. 

When I asked if the union contract 
for offshore inspectors did as many 
union contracts do and limited travel, 
limited hours that someone could 
work, she didn’t know. Nobody there at 
the hearing could help me, nobody 
could tell me whether our offshore in-
spectors that stand between our home-
land and disaster by making people 
producing energy to help us play by the 
rules so we don’t have an oil spill like 
this. They play by the rules. We do 
right. We make sure the testing’s done 
accurately. We don’t have a problem. 
That’s why we hadn’t had one like that 
in that area. That’s why most of the oil 
spills are by tankers bringing in for-
eign oil, because, in the past, we made 
people like British Petroleum play by 
the rules, make sure things were work-
ing properly. But that didn’t happen 
here. 

But we couldn’t get the information 
from the MMS. But it seems to me that 
allowing offshore inspectors that stand 
between disaster in our homeland to 
have a unionized contract, if it limits 
travel or limits the hours worked, 
would be like—and I guess this is where 
we’re going next, based on what he saw 
a couple of weeks ago. The next move 
will be, That’s right. We want the mili-
tary to unionize as well. It makes as 
much sense. 

You’ve got people standing between 
disaster in our homeland. Why not let 
the military unionize, and then we can 
have a limit on their travel and their 
hours. And so they’ll be able to say, 
Well, Sergeant, I’d like to attack that 
hill, I’d like to take that bunker out 
for you, but I’ve already worked all the 
hours I can work today. You’re going 
to have to go find somebody else. I 
can’t do it. 

Now, the reason the military has 
never been unionized is that it would 
be disastrous to our national security. 
The reason that offshore inspectors 
should not be unionized is because it 
has been disastrous to our national se-
curity. When we lose oil, cut off drill-
ing that will produce oil at the same 
time that oil wells are playing out 
across the country and there’s still the 
moratorium on so many areas to drill, 
and we had Secretary Salazar, when he 
took office, return the checks for 
leases in other areas where drilling 
could commence in that 500-square 
mile area, as I understand it, including 
some of Colorado, Utah, and Wyoming, 
Secretary Salazar, if you recall, a year 
and a half ago, said, Well, these leases 
were let at the midnight hour. We’ve 
returned the checks. We’re not going to 
let something the Bush administration 
did at the midnight hour take place. 

So this administration has already 
hurt us dramatically and our ability to 
become energy free of countries that 
don’t care for us. 

And when you get behind Secretary 
Salazar’s position that this was a mid-

night-hour lease, well, that’s when the 
checks were accepted. It turns out it 
was a 7-year process; 7 years the oil 
companies have been working on exam-
ining the possibility, the potential for 
production so they could make their 
bids. You don’t just come and make a 
bid at the midnight hour without hav-
ing a chance to examine what it is 
you’re bidding on. You don’t write a 
check for something you’ve never ex-
amined, I guess, unless you’re the gov-
ernment. But it was a 7-year process. 
It’s a bit disingenuous to say that it 
was a midnight-hour lease. So we hurt 
the country there. 

And now we’ve got a moratorium be-
cause of two things, apparently: 

British Petroleum didn’t do their job. 
They should have had their feet held to 
the fire where they played by the rules 
and we wouldn’t have had the problem. 
And then second, we had a government 
whose feet were so busy being on the 
neck of British Petroleum, it didn’t 
paddle its feet on down to the gulf and 
deal with the issue and let countries 
like the Netherlands help us that had 
the expertise to do it. 

Now, I’ve got an entity, a fellow in 
my district, he’s one of many that have 
offered help, offered solutions. And in 
east Texas, we have skimmers that are 
able to take in water, process the oil 
out here, process the freshwater out 
the other side. So you separate the oil 
from the water, but it’s on such a small 
scale, it’s not something that would be 
helpful in the gulf unless you do as this 
gentleman apparently did. He sent a 
friend to talk to me, to tell me about 
the problems he’s run into with this 
administration since they’ve given 
British Petroleum and somehow, 
vaguely, their own selves control. This 
guy has basically built a barge that 
will do, on a big scale, what the small- 
scale skimmers, separators do in east 
Texas. 

However, he sent word, wanted me to 
know he’s got this barge ready to proc-
ess thousands of gallons of oil, separate 
out thousands of gallons of oil a day. 
It’s not as much as the Netherlands 
had offered. But from the message he 
sent to me, apparently the Coast Guard 
has indicated they want to be sure that 
his barge is actually worthy to be out 
on the seas, because they’re concerned, 
you know, that even though there are 
people losing their jobs, losing their 
livelihoods, birds, animals, water life is 
being killed off, just like the gen-
tleman from the administration testi-
fying before our committee is under 
discussions about whether or not to 
build barrier islands, apparently 
they’re trying to decide if this barge 
should be allowed out on the water so 
that it can suck up and take out of the 
water thousands of gallons of oil a day. 

b 1630 
It’s just a mind-boggling thing. As Bo 

Pilgrim used to say, it’s a mind-bog-
gling thing to see what is being called 
an emergency effort. 

Now, if this were some Internet 
game, well, it would be interesting, and 

we would see clearly which group was 
not very good at emergency manage-
ment. But it’s not a game. Eleven lives 
were lost. Aquatic life, waterfowl, life 
in these estuaries is being destroyed as 
I speak. 

Now, it would be easy to say, ‘‘Well, 
you guys are just talking about it.’’ 
But the thing is, and as I have talked 
about with my wife, should we con-
tinue to sacrifice from a personal fam-
ily standpoint for me to stay in Con-
gress? She said, ‘‘You know, it may be 
that one of the last places where there 
really is freedom of speech, other than 
calling somebody a liar, is on the 
House floor. You have got to stay there 
because you keep hammering the truth 
day after day, and eventually you may 
see something done about it.’’ And 
that’s why I’m here. 

Some people wonder, why does any-
body go to the trouble of talking on 
the House floor, Mr. Speaker? But the 
truth is, it is a way of getting a mes-
sage out from here so that eventually 
people begin to notice. 

Well, one other thing about the MMS 
splitting into three entities. I asked, 
well, are these three entities of the 
MMS, that MMS will be divided into, 
are they going to unionize? Appar-
ently, they are talking about it. Well, 
if you let the most critical part of 
MMS, the offshore inspectors, unionize, 
then why not? 

We heard 2 weeks ago people exulting 
and applauding because we were told 
we are actually providing civil rights 
to our military. Well, if you haven’t 
been in the military, I am sure that 
makes sense, to some anyway. But if 
you have been in the military, you 
know the military doesn’t have the 
civil rights that every other American 
does. 

You don’t have freedom of speech; 
you can’t. When your sergeant, your 
superior commissioned officer gives 
you an order, you don’t have the free-
dom to speak your mind. 

And, in fact, when I was at Fort 
Benning, there were a lot of us that 
were very upset with our Commander 
in Chief at the time, a man named 
President Carter. But if any of us said 
anything derogatory about President 
Carter, it was a crime for which we 
could be jailed, could have pay taken 
away, could be given extra duty, re-
strictions. You could not badmouth 
your Commander in Chief; you don’t 
have that freedom of speech. 

And as much as I have wanted to bad-
mouth people, and especially when I 
was in the Army and had a commander 
that didn’t seem to know what he 
should, you have got to have that dis-
cipline for the good order of the mili-
tary. Because the military is not sup-
posed to be a socially engineered exper-
iment. It can’t be. It is about pro-
tecting our homeland against all en-
emies, foreign and domestic. Of course, 
domestic, you got to make sure you 
don’t violate Posse Comitatus, but that 
is another issue. 

The fact is, the military is whom we 
owe so much for having the liberties 
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protected we do. Yes, the Declaration 
of Independence says we are endowed 
by our Creator with certain inalienable 
rights. The question comes, if we are 
endowed by our Creator with certain 
inalienable rights, then why doesn’t ev-
erybody have them? It’s because every-
where people have not accepted the in-
heritance from our Creator, our Heav-
enly Father, from whom we inherited 
these inalienable rights. 

When you do accept your inherit-
ance, as this Nation did back in the 
1770s—and, for many, it was an ongoing 
process through the 1800s and even up 
through the valiant work of Dr. Martin 
Luther King, Jr., a Christian minister. 
But this country has claimed those in-
herited rights. 

But that is not enough. As any par-
ent knows, if you leave an inheritance 
to your children and they don’t accept 
it, then they won’t have it. If they ac-
cept it and they are not willing to fight 
for it, to keep that inheritance with 
which they have been endowed, they 
won’t keep it. Because there are evil 
people in this world that are glad to 
take away anything you have. 

And as I pointed out 2 nights ago 
here on the floor, you know, we have 
the administration—for the first time 
in the modern history of Israel, this 
Nation has now turned on Israel and 
said, we want you to disclose all of the 
weaponry you have because of the nu-
clear proliferation thing we are push-
ing. 

Well, if you go back to when King 
Hezekiah was king in the same loca-
tion, same area Israel is now, because 
they did pre-date Mohammed by sev-
eral centuries, but Hezekiah thought it 
would be a nice gesture to show all 
that he had to the Babylonians. 

It’s stupid to show enemies all of 
your armaments, all of your armory, 
and to show them the treasury they 
could get if they successfully attack 
you. It is a stupid thing to do. And this 
country has done some of that. In the 
effort to be gracious and kind to people 
that hate us and want to see us wiped 
off the map and have said so, we show 
them what we have. 

With a big superpower, you can get 
away with it for a while. But when you 
are a small country like Israel, your 
closest and strongest ally should never 
force you to show the defenses that you 
have, because then your enemies know 
how they can overcome you. 

And just as Hezekiah was told by Isa-
iah—I mean, Isaiah knew he was a fool 
for doing it. And after Hezekiah admit-
ted to Isaiah—Isaiah already knew; 
God had told him. But once Isaiah had 
it admitted from Hezekiah, ‘‘I showed 
him all our treasury, I showed him all 
of our armory, our armaments,’’ and he 
said, ‘‘Everything you have shown 
them will be carried away.’’ And it 
was. That’s what happens. 

The old saying is, those who refuse to 
learn from history are destined to re-
peat it. It’s very true. Of course, there 
is a corollary that says, those that do 
learn from history will find new ways 

to screw up. I think that’s true, too. 
But why repeat the same mistakes for 
thousands of years that have been com-
mitted when you can learn from their 
mistakes and not commit them? 

And one of the other great dangers 
that we are creating in turning on our 
friend Israel—and, you know, basically, 
this country is still Israel’s strongest 
ally. A family has disagreements with-
in itself, but it gets very protective if 
attacked from the outside. 

But the problem is, when you get 
outside Chicago and you are playing in 
the international arena and you want 
to get cute and kind of snub your close 
friends, their enemies are watching. 
They see that. And the message to 
them is, if we are ever going to attack, 
now is the time, when there is a strain 
and a problem between Israel and their 
strongest ally; let’s go now. 

That is the way it appeared to North 
Korea after Secretary Acheson said, 
you know, basically, Korea is outside 
our sphere of influence. They had al-
ready been massing soldiers to the bor-
der. And, obviously, it seems like a 
good time to attack your enemy when 
their closest, strongest ally says, we 
won’t protect them. 

You can’t send those messages out 
there. You can’t vote ‘‘present’’ when 
it comes to international dilemmas 
and the existence of an entire nation 
and all the people that have known 
genocide before and are fearful of hav-
ing it repeat itself. Massive mistake. 

I will come back to Israel again, but 
one of the issues that has arisen, as I 
understand it, Neil Armstrong, first 
man to put his foot on the moon, has 
said that if we abandon our manned 
space program it will be devastating to 
national security. 

Wouldn’t it be a good idea to listen 
to people who have more experience in 
some areas than we do? Neil Armstrong 
can see the national security implica-
tions of us basically giving up what has 
taken us 50 years to develop: suprem-
acy in space. 

It has been very confusing to hear 
this administration, with the assist-
ance of people in Congress, in saying, 
in this time of monetary problems, fi-
nancial crises, this is a time to start 
cutting budgets, so we really can’t af-
ford to keep pursuing these ideas with 
NASA that have brought us more ad-
vancements not just in space—I mean, 
I take Sudafed. 

It is the only thing that clears me up 
when I get clogged up, not that ridicu-
lous Sudafed PE. It was developed by 
the space program. They were going to 
give it to astronauts. And when my 
doctor, when I was a kid, said, ‘‘There 
has been this wonderful decongestant 
developed called Sudafed; give it a 
try,’’ it worked. Velcro—I mean, those 
are just tiny little things. 

The advancement that has brought 
this country and kept this country to 
the forefront in technology has been 
from the space-type ventures. The 
Internet, it was a Department of De-
fense effort. And, lo and behold, look at 

where it has taken us in the private 
sector now. 

But we cannot afford to give up the 
advances made through our space ex-
ploration to the rest of the world and 
let them take control. Those are the 
mistakes of a country on its way to the 
dustbin of history. 

The thing is, when you know they are 
mistakes and you see they are mis-
takes and you see through history the 
things that have been done to avoid be-
coming an asterisk in international 
history, then why wouldn’t you do 
them? Why wouldn’t you take the steps 
to preserve your nation? Instead, what 
we get is more cronyism. How could 
that be? How could that be? 

We were told that in this time of fi-
nancial crisis NASA needs its budget 
cut. And yet, if you look at the appro-
priations, the budget increases. More 
money will be spent for space, but we 
are not going to give it to NASA. 

Well, if we are not giving it to NASA, 
then why wouldn’t the NASA budget 
reflect that it is being cut, as the ad-
ministration said? Well, apparently it’s 
because billions of dollars are intended 
for a private company that has never 
done this kind of space exploration. 
Nobody in our country has, because it’s 
been the Federal Government and 
NASA. 

I understand in meetings that it has 
been disclosed that, of course, we are 
giving all these billions of dollars to 
SpaceX to, kind of, take over the space 
program for us, a private company. 
And I feel sure it has nothing to do 
with how much money they donate to 
Democrats over Republicans. I am sure 
it has no relationship to the fact that 
they do. 

But, nonetheless, SpaceX—and appar-
ently they have been critical of Sen-
ator KAY BAILEY HUTCHISON down the 
hall, who has pointed out the problems 
to our country and our national secu-
rity by gutting NASA and giving their 
jobs over to a private company that 
has never done these jobs. It will make 
some people very, very wealthy who 
give heavily to Democrats. But that is 
not the point. 

Senator HUTCHISON was criticized by 
SpaceX, apparently back in Texas, say-
ing, you know, ‘‘Somebody needs to let 
the Senator know she is criticizing a 
Texas company.’’ Well, on further 
checking, it turns out they have about 
100 jobs in Texas, and they have al-
ready committed to someone else that 
they are going to move those jobs from 
Texas to where it is more politically 
convenient. 

We are going to turn jobs over to 
them that are a matter, as Neil Arm-
strong said, of national security? Not a 
good idea. 

b 1645 

Not a good idea. As someone men-
tioned in private meetings, let’s face it, 
though, if SpaceX ends up having prob-
lems in being able to effectuate space 
flight, there’s no question it will be so 
devastating that we’ll have to bail 
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them out. We’re already setting up pri-
vate companies that don’t—have never 
done what they are going to take away 
from a government entity that’s been 
the most successful in all of mankind, 
NASA, this effort, give it to this pri-
vate company and already know that if 
they have a problem and they can’t get 
the space flight going, they’ll go broke 
and we’ll have to bail them out. We 
know that going in. Is that smart? My 
goodness, the things we’re doing at the 
worst possible time make no sense. It 
just makes no sense. 

But as time runs out as allocated, I 
want to finish with one other thing 
going back to Israel. 

The world needs to know, make no 
mistake about it, Israel is a close ally. 
They believe in the same type of 
human rights that we do in this coun-
try. And so why wouldn’t you be an 
ally with a country that believes in the 
rights of women, believes in the rights 
that we hold dear here, believes that 
there’s no such thing as an honor-kill-
ing of women who’ve been raped, that 
has the same kind of beliefs, Judeo- 
Christian beliefs, and the value of man-
kind that this country has always held 
so dear. 

For that reason and because there’s 
been snubs by the administration 
overtly that are being misread around 
the world, we are not going to abandon 
our friend, Israel. There are too many 
people on both sides of the aisle that 
will not stand for that. 

And I’ve been working privately be-
hind the scenes. I’ve been told by peo-
ple that I respect, the most knowledge-
able people, I think, on Israeli affairs, 
that it’s time to start pushing this pub-
licly so people will publicly get on 
board. 

So I’ve got a letter now, and it will 
be going out to all of my colleagues. 
And it will ask them to get on board 
because I would like them to sign on to 
a letter to Leader REID down the Hall— 
because both the House and Senate 
have to do this—and the letter simply 
says, Mr. Speaker, this letter is to sim-
ply state the obvious need for the 
Prime Minister of our dear friend Israel 
to address a joint session of Congress. 
He’s been here in Washington on nu-
merous occasions but has not addressed 
a joint session of Congress since 1996. 

In our Nation’s history, we have in-
vited over a hundred leaders of 50 dif-
ferent countries to speak before joint 
sessions of Congress. At this time with 
the enemies of America and Israel 
looking for weaknesses in our close re-
lationship, we can show them that 
Israel is our friend and will be our 
friend and that we want to hear from 
its leader, Prime Minister Netanyahu. 
With the magnitude of international 
events and the tensions swirling in re-
cent years and the threat of nuclear 
proliferation in the Middle East, it is 
desperately important that we show 
the world the importance of our rela-
tionship with Israel by inviting Prime 
Minister Netanyahu to come address 
this body. The sooner we extend such 

an invitation, the more stabilizing it 
will be. And then signature lines from 
Members of Congress. I’ve got over 40. 
But we need most of this body to sign 
on. We need to send that message. 

The letter to colleagues basically 
highlights the same things. 

And with regard to the flotilla, it 
points out in this letter that we’ll send 
the ‘‘dear colleague’’ letter asking 
them to sign on the letter requesting 
Majority Leader REID and Speaker 
PELOSI invite Prime Minister 
Netanyahu, this letter says—and let 
me preface this by saying it was en-
tirely predictable that there would be 
an effort to test our commitment to 
our ally Israel. It was entirely predict-
able. When you show that separation 
between your strongest ally to your en-
emies, then your enemies are going to 
think about testing to see if this may 
be a good time to attack. And that’s 
what the flotillas were doing. They 
were a test. 

And what they saw was the United 
States, through this administration, 
being reluctant to jump out there and 
make it clear how inappropriate it was 
to send people to intentionally run the 
blockade when all Israel was trying to 
do was protect themselves. 

So, Mr. Speaker, I’m hoping that peo-
ple will encourage their Members of 
Congress to sign on so we can get the 
Prime Minister here as quickly as pos-
sible so that the world will see both 
sides of the aisle standing and applaud-
ing this great leader of this great na-
tion. 

And then there is a resolution. Peo-
ple keep talking sanctions, and it is be-
yond time to talk about sanctions. Ac-
cording to IAEA, Iran already has 
enough enriched uranium for two nu-
clear weapons. How many do you think 
it would take to wipe out the small na-
tion of Israel? 

And they made clear, Ahmadinejad’s 
made clear, we’re not going to stop 
with wiping out Israel. We want to 
wipe out the little Satan, Israel, and 
then the big Satan, the United States. 
And we saw on 9/11 how vulnerable we 
can be, and you begin to realize, man, 
you set off a nuclear weapon in New 
York, Houston, L.A., Chicago, other 
points that are critical to our protec-
tion, and with a handful of nuclear 
weapons, you could debilitate this 
country to an enormous extent. 

And then we’re told a greater risk is 
if you can get an EMP, electro-
magnetic pulse, generated from a nu-
clear weapon a few hundred miles 
above the middle of the United States, 
it would fry every computer chip in the 
country. The power would go out in-
definitely. Wal*Mart says they 
wouldn’t be able to function if all of 
their computers are fried. 

It’s time to act. We cannot wait. And 
this resolution goes through, points 
out quotes from Ahmadinejad, quotes 
from our great President in saying that 
as he said that bond is much more than 
a strategic alliance between us and 
Israel. 

We have got to act, and I hope people 
will sign on this resolution when we 
come back next week because we’ve 
got to get this done. We need to show 
our support for Israel. We need to quit 
playing games with this critical ally in 
such a difficult area. 

You want to talk about peace? Like 
Patrick Henry said, People talk peace, 
but there is no peace. And I can tell 
you there will not be peace in the Mid-
dle East of any nature until people 
know that this Nation, America, will 
go to war against anyone that breaches 
the peace or attempts to breach the 
peace as this flotilla did. 

So, Mr. Speaker, I see the indication 
my time is expiring. And I appreciate 
the opportunity to be here and discuss 
these important issues. 

And with that, I yield back my time. 
f 

GET A BUDGET 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Hawaii (Mr. DJOU) is rec-
ognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. DJOU. Mr. Speaker and col-
leagues, I’m rising to speak very brief-
ly on the fiscal situation facing our Na-
tion today. 

Mr. Speaker and colleagues, I have 
the privilege of having won a special 
election in the State of Hawaii just a 
couple weeks ago. I’m the junior-most 
Member, of course, right now in the 
U.S. House of Representatives. But I 
ran on a very simple platform: that we 
need to put our fiscal house in order, 
that our government is spending far 
too much money, and the mentality 
here in Congress today is that of spend, 
spend, and spend some more and if that 
doesn’t fix the problem, throw more 
money at it. That is, I believe, a recipe 
for a fiscal disaster. 

I pledged to my constituents in the 
State of Hawaii that I will never ever 
forget that every single dollar the gov-
ernment spends comes from a family 
like yours. And right now, we’re spend-
ing far too much of that money. 

Mr. Speaker and colleagues, I want 
to highlight what transpired yesterday 
in the Budget Committee in the hear-
ing by Federal Reserve Chairman Ben 
Bernanke. 

In that hearing, during which I had 
the privilege of questioning the Fed-
eral Reserve chair, I thought he high-
lighted some very important measures 
that our Nation should take note of 
and this Congress must take note of. 

The Federal Reserve chairman point-
ed out that currently our budget def-
icit here in the U.S. Congress, in his 
words, is not sustainable. The Federal 
Reserve chairman clearly articulated 
that we need more fiscal restraint, and 
right now unless the Federal Govern-
ment gets a control of its enormous 
budget deficit, major problems and 
consequences will occur to our national 
economy. 

The Federal Reserve chair pointed 
out to all of us right now that although 
a Federal budget deficit of hundreds of 
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billions of dollars—or in our case right 
now, trillions of dollars—might be 
okay in the short term if there is a fix, 
over the long term it will seriously 
damage our Nation’s economic growth 
prospects. 

The Federal Reserve chair, when I 
asked him, pointed out that perhaps a 
budget deficit of about $300 billion 
could be sustained. We are, of course, 
looking today at a Federal budget def-
icit well in excess of $1 trillion—with 
no end in sight. And what’s even more 
troubling to me is the Federal Reserve 
chairman pointed out to this Congress 
that we have no fix in place. 

Mr. Speaker and colleagues, I want 
to reiterate and further urge all of the 
Members of this Congress as we go 
through this budgeting process—and it 
is a tragedy that this Congress has still 
yet to pass a budget—we have to exer-
cise greater fiscal restraint, reduce the 
amount of enormous spending going on 
in this government. If we do not take 
care of our Nation’s budget deficit, this 
budget deficit will take care of us. 

I remind all of the Members of this 
Chamber we do not have to look any 
further than what’s happening in the 
nation of Greece right now and the fis-
cal and enormous financial problems 
going on in Europe. If our Nation and 
our Congress do not restrain the spend-
ing, reduce taxes, and limit govern-
ment, we will be in the same mess. 

f 

BP OIL SPILL DISASTER 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 6, 2009, the gentleman from Vir-
ginia (Mr. CONNOLLY) is recognized for 
60 minutes as the designee of the ma-
jority leader. 

Mr. CONNOLLY of Virginia. Mr. 
Speaker, in the United States right 
now we are experiencing an environ-
mental catastrophe. We are experi-
encing with the BP oil rig the largest 
single oil spill in American history. It’s 
a little hard to contemplate just how 
big this oil spill is; 21 million to 44 mil-
lion gallons of oil—four times the oil 
spilled in the Exxon Valdez disaster— 
have so far spilled into the Gulf of Mex-
ico. 12,000 to 25,000 barrels a day—that’s 
a million gallons a day—are spilling, a 
rate 12 to 25 times higher than BP’s 
original highest estimate of 4,600 gal-
lons a day. The biggest oil spill in 
American history. 

If we want to know just how big that 
is, this is the extent of the oil spill 
today in the Gulf of Mexico. It is the 
equivalent in terms of size of Delaware, 
Rhode Island, and Connecticut com-
bined. Think of that geography. Hun-
dreds of square miles. That’s what this 
is. 

Just recently it was announced that 
underwater plumes, not just the sur-
face plume depicted here, have been de-
tected 150 miles away in distance from 
the original site of the oil spill. 

Locally what that means is essen-
tially we have an oil spill, a surface oil 
spill that covers the territory that 

would be the equivalent of the distance 
between Washington, D.C., and New 
York City. That’s as of today. In my 
11th Congressional District of Virginia, 
that would mean starting in Dale City 
near Manassas in Prince William Coun-
ty and going as far as Wilmington, 
Delaware. That’s the thick oil spill. 

The broader oil spill, as I said, would 
go all the way to New York City. 
That’s an extraordinary stretch in 
terms of this oil spill. 

This oil spill could have been pre-
vented. 

In 1969, an oil well spilled 200,000 gal-
lons of crude oil on the California 
coast. In response, like this and other 
environmental issues, like the burning 
of the Cuyahoga River, Congress passed 
the National Environmental Policy 
Act, known as NEPA, in 1969. 

b 1700 

NEPA requires companies to plan to 
avoid environmental disasters like that 
1969 Santa Barbara oil spill by con-
ducting simple environmental impact 
statements. Ironically, the Minerals 
Management Service, known as the 
MMS, granted the Deepwater Horizon 
rig a categorical exclusion from this 
process so it did not have to conduct an 
environmental impact statement based 
on research in 2007 in which the MMS, 
the regulator, decided that a deepwater 
spill would not exceed 4,600 barrels and 
would never reach the shoreline. What 
a tragic, ironic twist of fate. None of 
that turned out to be true. 

Congressional Republican majorities 
and the Bush administration even di-
rected agencies to use categorical ex-
clusions for oil development. Action by 
the Secretary of the Interior in man-
aging the public lands, it said, or the 
Secretary of Agriculture in managing 
national forest systems lands with re-
spect to any of the activities described 
in subsection B shall be subject to a re-
buttable presumption that the use of 
categorical exclusion under the NEPA 
of 1969 would apply if the activity is 
conducted pursuant to the Mineral 
Leasing Act for the purpose of explo-
ration or development of oil or gas. An 
explicit exemption made for oil drilling 
in America by the previous administra-
tion. Just following the NEPA process 
could have led to a review that would 
have resulted in better safety equip-
ment. Might have even resulted in an 
inspection that might have caught 
early the flaws in this design. 

The 2009 Government Accountability 
Office report said that during the pre-
vious administration categorical exclu-
sions were issued far too frequently 
and it could lead to serious problems. 
Well, indeed, it did. I find this particu-
larly ironical because, in my district, 
we have been fighting for a long time 
to get rail to Dulles, an extension of 
the rail system here in metropolitan 
Washington to Dulles International 
Airport. We finally got that process ap-
proved last year, but that process re-
quired a NEPA review. This is a public 
transit project, but it had to go 

through a 2-year environmental review 
that cost millions of dollars of tax-
payer-funded money for a public 
project. But ironically, a private oil rig 
in the Gulf of Mexico was excluded 
from that process. It didn’t have to do 
it. 

I see on the floor my friend from Or-
egon (Mr. BLUMENAUER). I yield to the 
gentleman. 

Mr. BLUMENAUER. I appreciate the 
gentleman’s courtesy, as I appreciate 
his leadership, and I think it is impor-
tant for people to understand the gen-
esis of the problem that we are facing 
here now. 

We’ve heard some of our friends on 
the other side of the aisle come to the 
floor somehow trying to lay this at the 
feet of the President of the United 
States, but sadly, what has happened 
here in the gulf is a direct result of 
policies that we have seen imple-
mented by our friends on the other side 
of the aisle when they were in charge, 
particularly under the watch of Presi-
dent Bush, where it was routine to 
come to the floor repeatedly in efforts 
to undercut environmental protections, 
where agencies that were supposed to 
regulate the industry were stopped 
with refugees from the very industries, 
from lobbyists and association execu-
tives who are going back now and look-
ing at from whence they had come. 

We had situations that, by the end of 
the Bush administration, it was clear 
in the MMS that there were people in 
that critical agency tasked by law with 
the protection of the public interest 
who were not only avoiding that re-
sponsibility, they were literally in bed 
with the industry. 

I look forward to an opportunity in 
the course of the next few minutes to 
discuss with you further the genesis of 
the problem that we face and ap-
proaches that we should be taking to 
make sure that we’re no longer held 
hostage to what even President Bush 
referred to as our addiction to oil. 

Mr. CONNOLLY of Virginia. I thank 
my colleague, and I think his point is 
a very cogent one, and it’s even worse 
than we’re discussing because not only 
did we consciously decide during the 
Bush administration and by previous 
Congresses, frankly controlled by our 
friends on the other side, consciously 
to exclude such oil drilling from the 
regular environmental review that 
could have detected problems, but it 
was worse than that. 

Let me give an example in terms of 
what measures that at least could have 
mitigated the impact of this disaster. 
Canada, as my friend from Oregon 
knows, requires deepwater rigs to have 
contingency plans for offshore oil drill-
ing, including the capability to drill re-
lief wells soon after constructing pri-
mary wells. If this well, this Deepwater 
Horizon well, had predrilled such relief 
wells, it would have allowed the closing 
of the leak weeks ago, but they weren’t 
required to do so. 

Norway and Brazil require something 
called acoustic valves which are 
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backup devices for closing the pipe of a 
blowout preventer. In 2003, under the 
Bush administration, the Minerals 
Management Service concluded that 
the $550,000 acoustic system is not rec-
ommended because it tends to be very 
costly. I would say to my friend from 
Oregon, as he knows, as of June 7, the 
response to this oil spill cost $1.25 bil-
lion and climbing. That $550,000 invest-
ment in an acoustic valve could have 
saved billions of dollars and could have 
saved an ecosystem now at incredible 
jeopardy. 

I yield again to my friend from Or-
egon. 

Mr. BLUMENAUER. Thank you. As I 
am listening to your presentation, 
talking about what could have hap-
pened, what should have happened, and 
looking at the magnitude of the devas-
tation that we are facing in an ongoing 
disaster, I was reflecting on my experi-
ence here in the House under Repub-
lican control and the Bush administra-
tion where their first instinct—the 
gentleman will recall because he was 
an important elected official just 
across the Potomac and had a front- 
row view of what was happening here— 
that the Vice President convened a se-
cret energy consultation group, his en-
ergy task force, which to this day has 
not been revealed in terms of who were 
the members—although we’re most cer-
tain that there were people from BP, 
for instance, that were there—that 
from the outset it was all about trying 
to cut through these red tape items, 
the environmental protection, things 
that got in the way of energy produc-
tion, and not focusing on priorities 
that would have reduced our reliance 
on fossil fuels. 

Indeed, there were 105 recommenda-
tions. Only 7 involved renewable en-
ergy. We watched, in the year that fol-
lowed, the Bush administration actu-
ally propose cuts in the renewable en-
ergy budget and had tax breaks that 
they worked on with the Republican 
leadership to provide incentives for 
more dirty oil production and consist-
ently fought against efforts that we 
brought to the floor, including in some 
instances bipartisan amendments to 
raise the fuel efficiency standards that 
hadn’t been increased in a quarter cen-
tury. 

I’m reflecting on that and saddened 
that that was the thrust for most of 
the last decade, instead of putting us in 
a position where we would be less reli-
ant and have better protection. 

Mr. CONNOLLY of Virginia. Again, I 
agree with my friend from Oregon com-
pletely, and as he points out, this 
didn’t happen by an act of God. This 
happened because of lax or no regula-
tion, regulation we knew was necessary 
and we took a chance. We took a 
chance. And we took a chance, why? 
Because of the almighty dollar. We 
took a chance because of Big Oil 
money, making sure that it influenced 
the process and made sure that it was 
exempted from normal regulatory re-
view. And you have to ask yourself in 

those kinds of circumstances, well, 
what could go wrong? 

Let me enumerate a little bit what 
has gone wrong: 200,000 commercial 
fishing, processing, and retail jobs in 
the gulf for fishing and seafood on ice; 
$659 million in annual value on 1.27 bil-
lion pounds of seafood caught in the 
gulf, the largest source of seafood in 
America, not including the value of 
fish processing or retail or people’s sal-
aries, in jeopardy; $5.5 billion annual 
value of commercial fishing industry in 
the gulf coast, including the value of 
fish harvest processing and retail, in 
jeopardy; $12 billion of expenditures for 
25.4 million recreational trips in the 
Gulf of Mexico at risk; $9 billion in 
wages for tourism-related industries in 
the Gulf of Mexico, employing 600,000 
people. 

That’s what’s at risk for a mindless, 
‘‘drill, Baby, drill’’ approach, instead of 
a thoughtful, careful approach that 
balances this kind of sourcing of oil 
with the readily available alternative 
energy sources that we should have, 
could have been investing in as well. 

Since this oil spill, over 27,000 claims 
have been filed by people and busi-
nesses whose livelihoods have been 
harmed or lost entirely. They’ve filed 
claims for damages with BP. Through 
June, BP will have paid $84 million in 
lost income claims to people whose 
jobs already have been lost in the gulf. 
Over 78,000 square miles of the gulf are 
closed to fishing today because of this 
spill because it’s not safe. The Univer-
sity of Central Florida estimates that 
the oil spill could cut Florida tourism 
in half, the largest single source of rev-
enue for the State of Florida, elimi-
nating 195,000 tourism-related jobs and 
eliminating $10.9 billion of tourist-gen-
erated economic activity in Florida 
alone. 

I see our colleague from Colorado 
(Mr. POLIS) is on the floor, and I now 
yield to him. 

Mr. POLIS. I thank the gentleman 
from Virginia. 

This disaster of great proportion is 
indicative of the culture of deregula-
tion and the influence of the special in-
terests in the oil industry and the prev-
alence of those interests within the 
Bush administration, embedded into 
the regulatory structure. These inter-
ests within the Department of the Inte-
rior fought tooth and nail Secretary 
Salazar’s attempts to bring balance 
back to the oil and gas industry. They 
fought with claims of severe economic 
hardship. Well, as the gentleman from 
Virginia talked about, I think the peo-
ple of the gulf coast will be experi-
encing severe economic hardship, much 
worse than anything that these oil 
companies were worried about. 

All actors involved with this unmiti-
gated disaster have taken steps to try 
to limit their own liability. BP and 
Transocean have tried to spread their 
profits among shareholders. They’ve 
been giving dividends. They have been 
trying to decentralize their coffers, al-
ready scheming to get themselves off 

the hook and to put taxpayers on the 
hook. These oil companies are now try-
ing to maneuver to get taxpayer bail-
outs for their own bad practices and 
their own failure to prevent what was a 
preventable disaster. 

The use of highly toxic dispersants 
have exacerbated the damage, leading 
to underwater plumes of oil. It turns 
out that the emergency response plan 
of BP was riddled with errors, had fal-
sities. It even listed people who were 
no longer alive as points of contact in 
the event of a disaster. 

We need, and I’m sure we will have, a 
full public accounting of the fallacies 
and the flaws in the planning process 
with BP and their contractors that 
have led to this disaster, and it’s crit-
ical for our Congress to make sure that 
these maneuvers to get off the hook for 
their own failure to prevent this catas-
trophe will not meet with success and 
that the responsibility will reside with 
BP and their contractors. 

NEPA requires an assessment of en-
vironmental impact for any major 
project on Federal lands, but loopholes 
were placed in that policy in 2005, in-
cluding a categorical exclusion, saying 
that oil drilling doesn’t have any risk 
and, therefore, shouldn’t need to do an 
environmental assessment. 

b 1715 

The Deepwater Horizon was granted 
a categorical exclusion in 2007 under 
the Bush administration. Ironic, be-
cause NEPA was first initiated in 1968 
as a response to an oil spill offshore, 
yes, off the coast of California, stripped 
of the very provisions that are one of 
the main reasons for its passage by the 
Bush administration. 

We as a Congress need to address the 
statutory side, and I know that Sec-
retary Salazar is working hard to fight 
the entrenched interests from the oil 
and gas industry that seek to influence 
the actions of the Department of the 
Interior. 

I thank my colleague from Virginia 
for helping to raise this important 
issue. 

Mr. CONNOLLY of Virginia. I thank 
my colleague from Colorado. 

I yield again to our friend from Or-
egon (Mr. BLUMENAUER). 

Mr. BLUMENAUER. I do appreciate 
our friend from Colorado talking about 
the history here, because we hear peo-
ple come to the floor to somehow lay 
this at the foot of President Obama, 
who has been busy since the moment 
he took office dealing with a series of 
disasters that he inherited. 

But the approach that has been 
taken by the Republicans when they 
were in the majority actually set the 
stage for this. In 2003, they added an 
exemption for all oil and gas construc-
tion activities from the provisions of 
the Clean Water Act. They had a stipu-
lation that the BLM had only 10 days 
to make drilling permit decisions. 
They had new authority for the Depart-
ment of the Interior to permit new en-
ergy projects in the Outer Continental 
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Shelf without adequate oversight or 
standards and then providing, on top of 
that, $2 billion for already profitable 
companies to drill in ultradeep water. 

It is absolutely scandalous that we 
have had this steady assault. Luckily, 
we stopped that in 2003 when the other 
body used the filibuster constructively. 
But we faced it in 2005, as they actually 
were able to put those provisions in 
place, which our friend from Colorado 
and you, sir, Mr. CONNOLLY, have point-
ed out. It continues to bedevil us. 

Sadly, some of our friends on the 
other side of the aisle simply haven’t 
gotten the point. In this Congress, the 
gentlewoman from Minnesota, Mrs. 
BACHMANN, who has no shortage of 
opinions on this, introduced legislation 
that would have required, would have 
required that the Secretary of the Inte-
rior waive any application of Federal 
law that requires a permit under lease 
for drilling. It would require a waiver 
from all of those nagging little require-
ments any time oil got expensive, over 
$100 a barrel, throw it all out the win-
dow, and yet has the audacity to try 
and shift responsibility under this. 

I think it is something that we all 
need to be focusing on and not allow 
the people who helped create this prob-
lem to rewrite history. 

Mr. CONNOLLY of Virginia. I, again, 
am in complete concurrence. This 
didn’t happen somehow by happen-
stance. This happened by virtue of a 
conscious decision, by Congress’ con-
trol, by our friends on the other side, 
and by the Bush administration to find 
all kinds of waivers and exemptions 
from normal regulatory review and 
from simple commonsense protections 
in the event something did go wrong, 
all at the altar of oil exploration and 
fossil fuel energy dependence, quite 
frankly. It could have been prevented 
and it could have been mitigated. 

There was another one of our col-
leagues who, during the campaign of 
2008, accused the Democratic Congress 
that came into power after the elec-
tions of 2006 of being the drill-nothing 
Congress, and she called on Mr. MCCAIN 
to open up ANWR and both the east 
and west coast to unrestrained oil 
drilling for the sake of energy inde-
pendence, a worthy goal. But that’s not 
the only answer, and we have to weigh 
the costs and the benefits when we 
open up unrestricted oil drilling on 
pristine coasts. 

Let me talk, if I may, just about my 
own home State of Virginia, what 
could go wrong in Virginia. I am a 
member of the Virginia delegation who 
has opposed unrestricted opening up of 
our shores to oil drilling because of the 
feared consequences if something went 
wrong. 

What’s at stake? Tourism in Virginia 
Beach alone in Virginia generates $1.4 
billion annually in economic activity. 
Tourism in Virginia Beach alone sup-
ports 15,000 jobs. Virginia has the long-
est stretch of undeveloped barrier is-
lands on the east coast, irreplaceable 
habitat for birds in the east coast 
flyaway. 

All of these resources would be lost 
to an oil spill off Virginia’s coast if it 
were comparable to the oil spill that 
has hit the gulf coast. In fact, closer to 
home, the entire Chesapeake Bay 
would be covered by a film of oil today 
if that oil spill had occurred here in-
stead of occurring in the gulf coast. 

In addition, unrestricted oil drilling 
threatens the presence of the United 
States Navy in Virginia, terribly im-
portant in terms of military invest-
ment in the Commonwealth of Vir-
ginia. The Deputy Secretary of Defense 
for Readiness issued a report in May 
that stated explicitly that offshore oil 
development would impair Navy oper-
ations in 78 percent of the area, in a re-
cently proposed lease sale, to 20. 

The Department of Defense said that 
all development could preclude live 
ordnance testing, aircraft carrier 
movement, shipping trials, and other 
surface and subsurface training. Off-
shore oil development could result in 
the Navy moving an aircraft carrier 
out of Norfolk, reducing job opportuni-
ties and contractors in Virginia. 

We have a lot at stake economically 
in my State. There’s the environ-
mental consequences, but there is also 
the presence of the Navy that could be 
jeopardized if we moved to the ‘‘drill, 
baby, drill’’ philosophy of offshore oil 
drilling. 

Mr. BLUMENAUER. I appreciate 
your putting in context not just the po-
tential threat to your State of Vir-
ginia, but to all of us here who work 
and celebrate our capital region and 
the Chesapeake Bay, having those pre-
cious resources at risk. 

I appreciate your exploring a dimen-
sion that I must admit I really hadn’t 
thought through adequately: the 
threat unregulated, indiscriminate, off-
shore oil drilling could pose to military 
readiness. Your point about what could 
happen in terms of naval operations 
and training is one that I don’t think 
has been given voice in this debate. I 
have been spending a lot of time work-
ing on it. This is new information to 
me, and I deeply appreciate your put-
ting it out before the American public 
this evening. 

I think this issue that we are wres-
tling with has many dimensions that 
require us to step back and expand the 
scope of inquiry, the need for our fixing 
a broken regulatory system. 

We have referenced the fact that the 
administration, despite the previous 
administration talking about the ad-
diction to foreign oil, did nothing 
about it, and, in fact, even after we re-
gained control, worked against our ef-
forts to try and increase efficiencies. 

It’s going to take time. I agree that 
the administration needs to move 
quickly to weed out the MMS. I wish 
they could have cleaned house earlier, 
but obviously these things take time. 
It’s hard to undo 12 years of running 
roughshod over safety and environ-
mental regulations in 17 months. But it 
is also a vivid call for a new energy fu-
ture in which the deepest water is the 

last place we look, not the first, for 
new energy sources. 

I would look forward to discussing 
that further, but I know you have, Mr. 
CONNOLLY, some specifics in terms of 
some of the legislative provisions that 
we have been working on as Democrats 
in Congress. 

Mr. CONNOLLY of Virginia. Yes, we 
need to clean up the mess we inherited 
from previous Congresses and, frankly, 
from the previous administration. 
Today, for example, the House passed 
S. 3473, which increases advanced 
cleanup funding paid for by BP so that 
the Coast Guard can use those funds 
for oil cleanup. 

I have introduced a bill just tonight 
that would prevent the evasion of the 
NEPA process; moving forward, no 
more categorical exclusions for deep-
water oil drilling. They have to pass 
the NEPA review process, just like my 
transit system and rail to Dulles did in 
a public project. 

H.R. 5214, the Big Oil Bailout Preven-
tion Act, introduced by our colleague, 
Mr. HOLT from New Jersey, would raise 
the oil liability cap from $75 million to 
$10 billion so the taxpayers aren’t left 
holding the bag because of an accident 
caused by the negligence of an oil com-
pany such as BP. 

Our colleague from the State of 
Washington (Mr. INSLEE) is introducing 
legislation to require oil wells to use 
the best available safety technology, 
which might borrow from technology 
that’s already available and being used 
by countries like Canada, Brazil, and 
Norway. Of course, you, Mr. 
BLUMENAUER, have or will soon intro-
duce legislation to repeal the oil and 
gas tax loopholes and direct funds to 
clean energy. 

The ultimate solution is to get off 
fossil fuel dependence and look to, in a 
meaningful way, those alternative 
sources of energy that could really help 
lessen our dependence, if not wean us 
entirely off, the dependence on foreign 
oil. 

In my own home State of Virginia, 
the potential offshore wind power is 
enormous, dwarfing the potential for 
offshore oil. 

For all of the sturm und drang in my 
State about whether we should drill, 
baby, drill off the shores of Virginia, 
the entire estimate of reserves, max-
imum, off the shore of Virginia, with 
the largest coastline, barrier island 
coastline on the east coast, is the 
equivalent of no more than 6 days of oil 
supply. 

Do we really want to risk the tour-
ism industry, our environment, per-
haps permanently, and the presence of 
the Navy in a State that has always 
been home to the United States Navy 
for 6 days’ worth of supply? I think not. 

So the Democrats in this House have, 
in fact, introduced legislation that will 
address and remedy this situation and 
make sure that never again are Amer-
ican citizens put at risk by the neg-
ligent behavior and the unregulated be-
havior of Big Oil offshore oil drilling. 
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Mr. BLUMENAUER. I must say how 

much I appreciate the legislative ap-
proach that you bring to the job. I can 
see the experience and leadership that 
you demonstrated in years of actual 
hands-on dealing with the public in a 
very direct and personal way in local 
government with some spectacular suc-
cesses across the river from our Na-
tion’s Capitol, as evidenced in the sim-
ple, commonsense approach that you 
are taking here in terms of being prac-
tical, being direct, things that will 
make a difference. I really appreciate 
that spirit that you bring to the Cap-
itol. 

Mr. CONNOLLY of Virginia. I thank 
you for your courtesy and gracious-
ness, but I would say that clearly my 
colleague from Oregon is a model for 
all of us, especially those of us new 
here to the Congress, for his environ-
mental leadership and for his legisla-
tive legerdemain. 

Mr. BLUMENAUER. I would like to 
pivot, if I could, just on the last point 
that you made, which I think, at the 
final analysis, is the most important. 

It is important to understand his-
tory. It’s important to not allow people 
who got us into this mess to rewrite it, 
to point fingers, to obscure, to try and 
get partisan advantage from something 
that they, sadly, helped create in the 
first place. That would be a tragedy in 
and of itself. 

But it is where we go from here, what 
we learn from these lessons, what we 
understand is required. It is outrageous 
to me that the spill off the Santa Bar-
bara coast that inspired the first Earth 
Day was fought with essentially the 
same technologies that we have avail-
able today. 
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All the time, all the energy, the re-
sources that were thrown at it by the 
Federal Government was used basically 
by the industry to have more and more 
esoteric, sophisticated deep-drilling op-
portunities, not dealing with making 
sure that it was safe. 

So we are trapped in time 40 years at 
the negative end of this equation, when 
the ultimate disaster, which was pre-
dictable, perhaps not avoidable, but is 
much worse because of the focus. 

But it is the transition to clean en-
ergy technology that I would conclude 
my remarks. I see we’ve been joined by 
our friend we have referenced earlier, 
our colleague, Congressman HOLT, who 
has some great legislation moving. 

But I would just conclude my obser-
vations that we don’t want to be in a 
position where we continue to be teth-
ered to the oil spigot, to have the 
United States consume 10 percent of 
the world’s oil supply going back and 
forth to work every day, that it is past 
time for us to move forward. 

I appreciate the leadership of both 
you gentlemen in our livable commu-
nities issues, where we provide more 
tools to local government and more 
choices to people so they don’t have to 
burn a gallon of gas to get a gallon of 

milk, that there are more sensitive 
land uses, that we fight against mind-
less sprawl, that we give people an al-
ternative to the automobile in case 
they don’t want to drive or can’t afford 
to drive or maybe there are some peo-
ple that we all know who probably 
shouldn’t drive—giving them choices to 
walk and use transit, cycles; be able to 
make a system that is more sustain-
able, that is complemented by a clean 
energy future with tidal, wind, solar, 
geothermal, and investment in making 
our facilities now more energy-effi-
cient. 

We have the capacity right now, with 
what we know how to do, things that 
we have off the shelf or almost ready 
for installation, we could be com-
pletely Kyoto-compliant, save con-
sumers and taxpayers money, and pre-
serve our national security. 

I hope that this is one of the lessons 
we carry away, not just understanding 
history, not just taking some of this 
terrific legislation that will help a dif-
ficult situation be a little better and 
take the taxpayer off the hook, but 
make sure that we are not in this de-
pendency in the future. 

Thank you. And I really appreciate 
your leadership in presenting this 
today and your courtesy in permitting 
me to take part. 

Mr. CONNOLLY of Virginia. I thank 
you so much. 

I think our colleague from Oregon 
has done such an incredible job in this 
body on so many environmental fronts, 
not least of which, of course, the liv-
able community initiative that he 
made reference to. 

Thank you so much for joining us to-
night. 

I see our friend from New Jersey (Mr. 
HOLT) is here, and I now yield to Mr. 
HOLT. 

Mr. HOLT. I thank my good friend 
from Virginia. 

I, too, want to pay tribute to the 
work that our colleague from Oregon 
has done under the umbrella of 
liveability, having to do with transpor-
tation, housing, I mean, even such 
things as the location of post offices in 
town. 

There are so many things over the 
years that Mr. BLUMENAUER has 
worked on to try to make communities 
livable and sustainable—sustainable in 
the way they produce and use energy, 
and livable in the sense of getting the 
best quality of life through our trans-
portation decisions, our housing deci-
sions. 

What is so heartbreaking about the 
catastrophe that is under way in the 
Gulf of Mexico right now is that it did 
not have to be. 

As I left to join you here on the floor, 
they were showing on one of the news 
networks fish flopping sadly, trying to 
get air, trying to get out of the oil, 
clearly doomed. We have seen the birds 
washing ashore. 

It did not have to happen. 
The oil spill is unprecedented in 

scale, but it is not unprecedented in 

kind, in our experience. In fact, I was 
talking with the Administrator of the 
Environmental Protection Agency yes-
terday, and she said, do you know how 
many oil spills we’re dealing with es-
sentially daily? Not on this scale, but 
it should be expected, it can be ex-
pected, in fact it must be expected 
that, if you drill, you will spill. 

As our colleague from Oregon was 
saying, for BP to go into this with no 
preparation whatsoever—I mean, they 
talk about they are a company that 
manages risk. Well, if they manage 
risk, they know, by definition, things 
can go wrong. That’s what risk means: 
There is a down side. Well, what prep-
arations, what plans, what studies, 
what research did they do for the down 
side? None. 

Now, we are in the process of not 
only extending the liability limit—and 
today we removed the per-incident 
limit so that the Coast Guard is not 
constrained by the $150 million limit, 
which they are already pushing up 
against—but we also must make sure 
that there is an enforcement of stand-
ards within the Minerals Management 
Agency separating those who grant the 
leases from those who collect the roy-
alties on the leases from those who en-
force the standards. We haven’t done 
that. So we must do that, and we must 
do that soon, so that if any oil drilling 
is going to continue, that preparations 
are made for the down side. 

I hope, in fact, that we wean our-
selves from this archaic fuel as soon as 
possible. I mean, what does the word 
‘‘fossil’’ mean to most people? That 
means out of date. What we are talking 
about here, what these companies have 
been developing ever-more-sophisti-
cated technologies to do is to bind our-
selves more strongly to an archaic way 
of powering our society and our econ-
omy. It is archaic. We should be mov-
ing away from it as rapidly as possible 
so that this won’t happen again, be-
cause it need not happen again. 

I thank my friend for drawing our 
colleagues’ attention to this and talk-
ing about those things that we will be 
doing over the next couple of weeks, 
lifting the liability limits to put in 
place research programs and regu-
latory programs for the future. 

Mr. CONNOLLY of Virginia. I thank 
our friend from New Jersey and thank 
him for his leadership as well. 

Let me close by pointing out that 
there is a danger to bumper-sticker 
public policy making. Those who lived 
by ‘‘drill, baby, drill’’ now have to ex-
amine not only their consciences but 
the consequences of the actions that 
flowed from that strident call. ‘‘Drill, 
baby, drill’’ has now become ‘‘spill, 
baby, spill.’’ 

The Governor of Louisiana today, 
Bobby Jindal, when he was in this body 
in 2005 said the following: ‘‘We have a 
choice. Many of my colleagues do not 
want us drilling for oil off the coast of 
Florida and do not want us to drill for 
oil off the coast of California. I would 
ask those colleagues to join with me in 
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providing incentives so that we can 
drill for oil in the deep waters of the 
Gulf of Mexico. The people of Lou-
isiana,’’ he said, ‘‘welcome this produc-
tion. We know it is good for our State, 
our country, and our economy.’’ 

I wonder if the Governor of Louisiana 
might pause today in calling for the 
government’s assistance to clean up 
the worst oil spill, and arguably one of 
the worst environmental disasters ever 
to descend on our country, to consider 
whether that public policy statement 
made sense then and whether it makes 
sense now. 

The consequences of that philosophy 
of unrestricted oil drilling, irrespective 
of the environmental concerns, irre-
spective of the need for reasonable and 
prudent regulatory oversight to pro-
tect the public from precisely this kind 
of unmitigated disaster, have now ac-
tually happened because a whole bunch 
of people in a position to know better 
put oil ahead of everything else, in-
cluding the public interests. 

I yield to my friend from New Jersey. 
Mr. HOLT. I thank the gentleman. 
You spoke earlier about the liability, 

a very important principle that has 
been to some extent and should be to 
the full extent of American law in this 
area, which is, ‘‘polluter pays.’’ That 
has been the basis of the Superfund 
program. That should be the basis for 
the oil liability legislation. 

BP has said they will pay reasonable 
costs and that sort of thing. We 
shouldn’t have to take their word for 
it. We shouldn’t have to take the word 
of a company that has flagrantly cut 
corners in the past at huge cost to life 
and natural environment, whether 
you’re talking about the Texas City re-
finery, whether you’re talking about 
the blowouts on the North Slope of 
Alaska, whether you’re talking about 
the blowouts on the pipeline in Alaska, 
whether you’re talking about failure to 
level with the American public and 
even with the Coast Guard and the ex-
perts on how much oil was escaping 
from this very well. The number keeps 
shifting, and the oil company, I think, 
has not been fully forthcoming. 

So this company asks us to take 
their word for it that they will pay, 
that they will pay for the cleanup, that 
they will pay for the environmental 
damages, they will pay for the eco-
nomic damages and dislocation. I want 

that established in law. The liability 
limit should be raised to many billions 
of dollars, if there is a limit at all. 

Now, some here in the Congress, par-
ticularly from the other side, have 
said, ‘‘Well, but you’ll drive out the 
mom-and-pop, you’ll drive out the 
small independents.’’ Well, you have to 
have the ability to prevent and repair 
and pay for any damages when you go 
into business. 

The point of the oil liability legisla-
tion is not to protect small businesses; 
it’s to protect our environment and the 
life of American citizens and the well 
being and economic opportunities for 
American citizens. And that means 
that the consideration should be how 
much damage can be done, and the li-
ability limit should be large enough to 
cover the damage that can be done, not 
to ask whether this is going to put too 
much of a burden on a small company. 
The consideration should be, what is 
the damage? And there should be ade-
quate liability to cover that. 

I’m hopeful that, in the next week or 
so, we will raise this liability limit 
from the laughably small number of $75 
million to at least $10 billion. And I 
thank the gentleman for joining me in 
this effort. The American public is cry-
ing for it. They want to know that in 
law and in fact BP will be held respon-
sible for the damage they have done. 

b 1745 
Mr. CONNOLLY of Virginia. I thank 

my colleague from New Jersey. Again, 
I thank him so much for his participa-
tion tonight and for his leadership, es-
pecially in leading us in a legislative 
remedy. 

I want to end with this: on June 10, 
2008, one of our colleagues actually said 
the following: 

There are 3,200 oil rigs off the coast 
of Louisiana. During Katrina, not a 
single drop was spilled. Actually, 
600,000 gallons were spilled, but more 
than 7 billion barrels have been 
pumped from these wells over the past 
quarter century. Yet only 1–1/1000th of 
1 percent was spilled. We would suggest 
that JOHN MCCAIN revisit his reserva-
tions about ANWR and run against the 
‘‘drill nothing’’ Congress. Energy de-
velopment and the environment are 
not mutually exclusive. In fact, this 
Republican colleague said, we would 
suggest that the first joint town hall 

meeting with Barack Obama, proposed 
by MCCAIN, be held on one of those off-
shore Louisiana rigs. 

Surely, I hope our colleague did not 
mean this rig, the one that blew up, 
caught on fire, cost a number of lives, 
and led to the largest environmental 
disaster in American history. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back. 

f 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE 
By unanimous consent, leave of ab-

sence was granted to: 
Mr. DAVIS of Illinois (at the request 

of Mr. HOYER) for today. 

f 

SPECIAL ORDERS GRANTED 
By unanimous consent, permission to 

address the House, following the legis-
lative program and any special orders 
heretofore entered, was granted to: 

(The following Members (at the re-
quest of Ms. WOOLSEY) to revise and ex-
tend their remarks and include extra-
neous material:) 

Mr. TOWNS, for 5 minutes, today. 
Ms. WOOLSEY, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mr. HOLT, for 5 minutes, today. 
Ms. KAPTUR, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mr. DEFAZIO, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mrs. MALONEY, for 5 minutes, today. 
(The following Members (at the re-

quest of Mr. POE of Texas) to revise and 
extend their remarks and include ex-
traneous material:) 

Mr. MORAN of Kansas, for 5 minutes, 
June 17. 

Mr. POE of Texas, for 5 minutes, June 
17. 

Mr. JONES, for 5 minutes, June 17. 
Mr. BOOZMAN, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mr. BURTON of Indiana, for 5 minutes, 

June 14, 15, 16, and 17. 
Mr. SMITH of New Jersey, for 5 min-

utes, today. 
Mr. DUNCAN, for 5 minutes, today. 

f 

ADJOURNMENT 
Mr. CONNOLLY of Virginia. Mr. 

Speaker, I move that the House do now 
adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accord-
ingly (at 5 o’clock and 46 minutes 
p.m.), under its previous order, the 
House adjourned until Monday, June 
14, 2010, at 12:30 p.m., for morning-hour 
debate. 

h 
EXPENDITURE REPORTS CONCERNING OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL 

Reports concerning the foreign currencies and U.S. dollars utilized for Speaker-Authorized Official Travel during the 
third quarter of 2009 and the second quarter of 2010 pursuant to Public Law 95–384 are as follows: 

REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, JENNIFER M. STEWART, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, EXPENDED BETWEEN APR. 29 AND MAY 4, 2010 

Name of Member or employee 

Date 

Country 

Per diem 1 Transportation Other purposes Total 

Arrival Departure Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Jennifer M. Stewart ........................................ 4 /30 5 /01 Qatar .............................................................. .................... 164.00 .................... 8,578.00 .................... .................... .................... 8,742.00 
5 /01 5 /02 Afghanistan .................................................... .................... 78.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 78.00 
5 /02 5 /03 Pakistan ......................................................... .................... 262.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 262.00 

Committee total ................................ ............. ................. ........................................................................ .................... 504.00 .................... 8,578.00 .................... .................... .................... 9,082.00 

1 Per diem constitutes lodging and meals. 
2 If foreign currency is used, enter U.S. dollar equivalent; if U.S. currency is used, enter amount expended. HON. JOHN A. BOEHNER, May 28, 2010. 
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH4384 June 10, 2010 
(AMENDED) REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, COMMITTEE ON APPROPRIATIONS, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, EXPENDED BETWEEN JULY 1 AND SEPT. 30, 

2010 

Name of Member or employee 

Date 

Country 

Per diem 1 Transportation Other purposes Total 

Arrival Departure Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Hon. Adam Schiff .................................................... 6 /27 6 /30 Jordan ................................................... .................... $1,021.18 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... $1,021.18 
6 /30 7 /1 Algeria .................................................. .................... 531.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 531.00 
7 /1 7 /3 Tunisia .................................................. .................... 501.74 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 501.74 

Misc. Embassy Costs ..................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... (3) .................... 1,570.44 .................... 1,570.44 
Local Ground Transportation .......................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... 573.18 .................... .................... .................... 573.18 

John Blazey .............................................................. 6 /27 6 /30 Jordan ................................................... .................... 1,021.18 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 1,021.18 
6 /30 7 /1 Algeria .................................................. .................... 531.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 531.00 
7 /1 7 /3 Tunisia .................................................. .................... 501.74 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 501.74 

Misc. Embassy Costs ..................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... (3) .................... 1,570.44 .................... 1,570.44 
Local Ground Transportation .......................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... 573.18 .................... .................... .................... 573.18 

Shalanda Young ...................................................... 6 /27 6 /30 Jordan ................................................... .................... 1,021.18 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 1,021.18 
6 /30 7 /1 Algeria .................................................. .................... 531.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 531.00 
7 /1 7 /3 Tunisia .................................................. .................... 501.74 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 501.74 

Misc. Embassy Costs ..................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... (3) .................... 1,570.44 .................... 1,570.44 
Local Ground Transportation .......................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... 573.18 .................... .................... .................... 573.18 

Clelia Alvardo .......................................................... 6 /27 6 /30 Jordan ................................................... .................... 1,021.18 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 1,021.18 
6 /30 7 /1 Algeria .................................................. .................... 531.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 531.00 
7 /1 7 /3 Tunisia .................................................. .................... 501.74 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 501.74 

Misc. Embassy Costs ..................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... (3) .................... 1,570.44 .................... 1,570.44 
Local Ground Transportation .......................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... 573.18 .................... .................... .................... 573.18 

Elizabeth C. Dawson ............................................... 6 /28 6 /30 France ................................................... .................... 1,418.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 1,418.00 
6 /30 7 /3 Belgium ................................................ .................... 1,224.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 1,224.00 

Commercial Airfare ......................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... 7,367.48 .................... .................... .................... 7,367.48 
Hon. David E. Price ................................................. 8 /1 8 /3 Canada ................................................. .................... 704.29 .................... (4) .................... (5) .................... 704.29 
Hon. Harold Rogers ................................................. 8 /1 8 /3 Canada ................................................. .................... 704.29 .................... (4) .................... (5) .................... 704.29 
Hon. Ciro Rodriguez ................................................. 8 /1 8 /3 Canada ................................................. .................... 704.29 .................... (4) .................... (5) .................... 704.29 
Hon. John Carter ...................................................... 8 /1 8 /3 Canada ................................................. .................... 704.29 .................... (4) .................... (5) .................... 704.29 
Stephanie Gupta ...................................................... 8 /1 8 /3 Canada ................................................. .................... 704.29 .................... (4) .................... (5) .................... 704.29 
Ben Nicholson .......................................................... 8 /1 8 /3 Canada ................................................. .................... 704.29 .................... (4) .................... (5) .................... 704.29 
Kristi Mallard ........................................................... 8 /16 8 /17 Norway .................................................. .................... 539.23 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 539.23 

8 /17 8 /20 Germany ................................................ .................... 1,080.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 1,080.00 
8 /20 8 /24 Hungary ................................................ .................... 1,062.17 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 1,062.17 
8 /24 8 /26 Italy ....................................................... .................... 1,270.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 1,270.00 

Commercial Airfare ......................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... 9,338.44 .................... .................... .................... 9,338.44 
Misc. Transportation ....................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... 3 62.00 .................... .................... .................... 62.00 

BG Wright ................................................................ 8 /16 8 /17 Norway .................................................. .................... 539.23 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 539.23 
8 /17 8 /20 Germany ................................................ .................... 1,080.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 1,080.00 
8 /20 8 /24 Hungary ................................................ .................... 1,062.17 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 1,062.17 
8 /24 8 /26 Italy ....................................................... .................... 1,270.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 1,270.00 

Commercial Airfare ......................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... 9,338.44 .................... .................... .................... 9,338.44 
Misc. Transportation ....................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... 3 120.00 .................... .................... .................... 120.00 

8 /4 8 /5 Kuwait ................................................... .................... 494.08 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 494.08 
8 /5 8 /7 United Arab Emirates ........................... .................... 827.42 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 827.42 
8 /7 8 /9 Germany ................................................ .................... 722.56 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 722.56 

Hon. Sanford Bishop ............................................... 8 /4 8 /5 Kuwait ................................................... .................... 494.08 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 494.08 
8 /5 8 /7 United Arab Emirates ........................... .................... 827.42 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 827.42 
8 /7 8 /9 Germany ................................................ .................... 722.56 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 722.56 

Hon. Carolyn Kilpatrick ............................................ 8 /4 8 /5 Kuwait ................................................... .................... 494.08 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 494.08 
8 /5 8 /7 United Arab Emirates ........................... .................... 827.42 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 827.42 
8 /7 8 /9 Germany ................................................ .................... 722.56 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 722.56 

Beverly Aimaro Pheo ................................................ 8 /4 8 /5 Kuwait ................................................... .................... 494.08 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 494.08 
8 /5 8 /7 United Arab Emirates ........................... .................... 827.42 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 827.42 

Commercial Airfare ......................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... 3 4,045.02 .................... .................... .................... 4,045.02 
Adam Harris ............................................................ 8 /4 8 /5 Kuwait ................................................... .................... 494.08 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 494.08 

8 /5 8 /7 United Arab Emirates ........................... .................... 827.42 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 827.42 
8 /7 8 /9 Germany ................................................ .................... 722.56 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 722.56 

John Blazey .............................................................. 8 /1 8 /4 Poland ................................................... .................... 435.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 435.00 
8 /4 8 /7 Germany ................................................ .................... 837.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 837.00 

Commercial Airfare ......................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... 7,998.00 .................... .................... .................... 7,998.00 
Misc. Transportation ....................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... 83.30 .................... .................... .................... 83.30 

Mike Ringler ............................................................ 8 /1 8 /4 Poland ................................................... .................... 564.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 564.00 
8 /4 8 /7 Germany ................................................ .................... 837.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 837.00 

Commercial Airfare ......................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... 8,027.50 .................... .................... .................... 8,027.50 
Beverly Aimaro Pheto .............................................. 8 /11 8 /12 Madrid, Spain ....................................... .................... 443.27 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 443.27 

8 /12 8 /13 Milan, Italy ........................................... .................... 451.80 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 451.80 
8 /13 8 /14 Florence, Italy ....................................... .................... 617.02 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 617.02 
8 /14 8 /15 Rome, Italy ........................................... .................... 600.15 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 600.15 

Commercial Airfare ......................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... 8,577.80 .................... .................... .................... 8,577.80 
Kate Hallahan .......................................................... 8 /9 8 /10 Barcelona, Spain .................................. .................... 445.75 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 445.75 

8 /10 8 /12 Madrid, Italy ......................................... .................... 886.54 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 866.54 
8 /12 8 /13 Milan, Italy ........................................... .................... 451.80 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 451.80 
8 /13 8 /14 Florence, Italy ....................................... .................... 617.02 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 617.02 
8 /14 8 /15 Rome, Italy ........................................... .................... 600.15 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 600.15 

Commercial Airfare ......................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... 8,264.80 .................... .................... .................... 8,264.80 
Hon. Nita Lowey ....................................................... 8 /4 8 /6 Kenya .................................................... .................... 1,359.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 1,359.00 

8 /6 8 /9 South Africa .......................................... .................... 5,586.37 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 5,586.37 
Misc. Embassy Costs ..................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 1,442.50 .................... 1,442.50 
Commercial Airfare ......................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... 6,226.00 .................... .................... .................... 6,226.00 
Misc. Travel Expenses .................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... 235.00 .................... .................... .................... 235.50 

Michele Sumilas ...................................................... 8 /3 8 /6 Kenya .................................................... .................... 494.08 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 494.08 
8 /6 8 /9 South Africa .......................................... .................... 827.42 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 827.42 

Misc. Embassy Costs ..................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 1,442.50 .................... 1,442.50 
Commercial Airfare ......................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... 9,882.01 .................... .................... .................... 9,882.01 
Misc. Travel Expenses .................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... 235.00 .................... .................... .................... 235.50 

Hon. Kay Granger .................................................... 8 /30 9 /2 Argentina .............................................. .................... 1,023.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 1,023.00 
9 /2 9 /5 Paraguay ............................................... .................... 780.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 780.00 

Commercial Airfare ......................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... 8,101.20 .................... .................... .................... 8,101.20 
John Blazey .............................................................. 8 /30 9 /2 Argentina .............................................. .................... 1,023.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 1,023.00 

9 /2 9 /5 Paraguay ............................................... .................... 780.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 780.00 
Commercial Airfare ......................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... 9,763.20 .................... .................... .................... 9,763.20 
Misc. Travel Expenses .................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... 132.00 .................... .................... .................... 132.00 

Diana Simpson ........................................................ 8 /30 9 /2 Argentina .............................................. .................... 1,023.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 1,023.00 
9 /2 9 /5 Paraguay ............................................... .................... 780.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 780.00 

Commercial Airfare ......................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... 5,263.20 .................... .................... .................... 5,263.20 
Mike Ringler ............................................................ 8 /17 8 /19 El Salvador ........................................... .................... 542.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 542.00 

8 /19 8 /21 Guatemala ............................................ .................... 554.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 554.00 
Commercial Airfare ......................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... 2,283.41 .................... .................... .................... 2,283.41 
Misc. Travel Expenses .................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 616.65 .................... 616.65 

Anne Marie Chotvacs .............................................. 8 /17 8 /19 El Salvador ........................................... .................... 542.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 542.00 
8 /19 8 /21 Guatemala ............................................ .................... 554.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 554.00 

Commercial Airfare ......................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... 2,207.70 .................... .................... .................... 2,207.70 
Misc. Travel Expenses .................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 616.65 .................... 616.65 
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE H4385 June 10, 2010 
(AMENDED) REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, COMMITTEE ON APPROPRIATIONS, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, EXPENDED BETWEEN JULY 1 AND SEPT. 30, 

2010—Continued 

Name of Member or employee 

Date 

Country 

Per diem 1 Transportation Other purposes Total 

Arrival Departure Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

8 /29 8 /31 Pakistan ................................................ .................... 180.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 180.00 
8 /31 9 /4 Ukraine ................................................. .................... 1,710.64 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 1,710.64 

............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 335.17 .................... 335.17 
Commercial Airfare ......................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... 11,490.90 .................... .................... .................... 11,490.90 

Craig Higgins .......................................................... 8 /29 8 /31 Pakistan ................................................ .................... 180.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 180.00 
8 /31 9 /4 Ukraine ................................................. .................... 1,710.64 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 1,710.64 
9 /4 9 /6 London .................................................. .................... 965.31 .................... .................... .................... 2,484.31 .................... 3,449.62 

Commercial Airfare ......................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... 11,629.80 .................... .................... .................... 11,629.80 
Misc. Travel Expenses .................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 335.17 .................... 335.17 

Steve Marchese ....................................................... 8 /29 8 /31 Pakistan ................................................ .................... 180.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 180.00 
8 /31 9 /4 Ukraine ................................................. .................... 1,710.64 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 1,710.64 

Misc. Travel Expenses .................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 335.17 .................... 335.17 
Commercial Airfare ......................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... 11,490.90 .................... .................... .................... 11,490.90 

Paula Juola .............................................................. 8 /12 8 /13 United Arab Emirates ........................... .................... 463.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 463.00 
8 /13 8 /15 Afghanistan .......................................... .................... 162.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 162.00 
8 /15 8 /16 United Arab Emirates ........................... .................... 463.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 463.00 
8 /16 8 /17 Italy ....................................................... .................... 329.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 329.00 

Commercial Airfare ......................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... 10,391.00 .................... .................... .................... 10,391.00 
Misc. Travel Expenses .................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... 70.00 .................... .................... .................... 70.00 

Linda Pagelsen ........................................................ 8 /12 8 /13 United Arab Emirates ........................... .................... 463.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 463.00 
8 /13 8 /15 Afghanistan .......................................... .................... 162.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 162.00 
8 /15 8 /16 United Arab Emirates ........................... .................... 463.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 162.00 
8 /16 8 /17 Italy ....................................................... .................... 329.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 329.00 

Commercial Airfare ......................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... 10,391.00 .................... .................... .................... 10,391.00 
Misc. Travel Expenses .................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... 128.50 .................... .................... .................... 128.50 

Christopher White .................................................... 8 /12 8 /13 United Arab Emirates ........................... .................... 463.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 463.00 
8 /13 8 /15 Afghanistan .......................................... .................... 162.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 162.00 
8 /15 8 /16 United Arab Emirates ........................... .................... 463.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 463.00 
8 /16 8 /17 Italy ....................................................... .................... 329.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 329.00 

Commercial Airfare ......................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... 10,391.00 .................... .................... .................... 10,391.00 
Misc. Travel Expenses .................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... 70.00 .................... .................... .................... 70.00 

Hon. Jack Kingston .................................................. 8 /27 8 /30 Tunisia .................................................. .................... 725.75 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 725.75 
8 /30 9 /1 Rwanda ................................................. .................... 750.95 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 750.95 
9 /2 9 /3 Zimbabwe ............................................. .................... 142.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 142.00 
9 /3 9 /4 Senegal ................................................. .................... 561.96 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 561.96 
8 /17 8 /19 South Korea .......................................... .................... 798.88 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 798.88 
8 /19 8 /20 China .................................................... .................... 291.31 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 291.31 
8 /20 8 /22 Taiwan .................................................. .................... 661.26 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 661.26 
8 /22 8 /24 Hong Kong ............................................ .................... 1,055.10 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 1,055.10 

Hon. Betty McCollum ............................................... 9 /18 9 /21 Guatemala ............................................ .................... 686.28 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 686.28 
Commercial Airfare ......................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... 1,657.70 .................... .................... .................... 1,657.70 
Local Transportation ....................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... 1,340.88 .................... .................... .................... 1,340.88 
Misc. Embassy Costs ..................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 2,080.16 .................... 2,080.16 

John Blazey .............................................................. 9 /26 9 /28 Chile ..................................................... .................... 1,095.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 1,095.00 
Commercial Airfare ......................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... 7,860.70 .................... .................... .................... 7,860.70 
Misc. Transportation Costs ............................ ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 36.00 

Committee total ......................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... 73,795.05 .................... 186,757.60 .................... 16,006.04 .................... 276.558.69 

1 Per diem constitutes lodging and meals. 
2 If foreign currency is used, enter U.S. dollar equivalent; if U.S. currency is used, enter amount expended. 
3 Military air transportation. 
4 Part foreign, part domestic travel. 
5 Government aircraft. 

HON. DAVID R. OBEY, Chairman, May 25, 2010. 

h 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 

ETC. 
Under clause 2 of rule XIV, executive 

communications were taken from the 
Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 

7850. A letter from the Director of Legisla-
tive Affairs, Natural Resources Conservation 
Service, Department of Agriculture, trans-
mitting the Department’s ‘‘Major’’ final rule 
— Conservation Stewardship Program (RIN: 
0578-AA43) received June 4, 2010, pursuant to 
5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

7851. A letter from the Chair, Congres-
sional Oversight Panel, transmitting the 
Panel’s monthly report pursuant to Section 
125(b)(1) of the Emergency Economic Sta-
bilization Act of 2008, Pub. L. 110-343; to the 
Committee on Financial Services. 

7852. A letter from the Paralegal Spe-
cialist, Department of Transportation, trans-
mitting the Department’s final rule — Modi-
fication of Jet Route J-3; Spokane, WA 
[Docket No.: FAA-2010-0008; Airspace Docket 
No. 09-ANM-21] received May 24, 2010, pursu-
ant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee 
on Transportation and Infrastructure. 

7853. A letter from the Secretary, Depart-
ment of Commerce, transmitting letter of 
certification, pursuant to Public Law 105-261, 
section 1512; to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 

7854. A letter from the Secretary, Depart-
ment of the Treasury, transmitting as re-

quired by section 401(c) of the National 
Emergencies Act, 50 U.S.C. 1641(c), and sec-
tion 204(c) of the International Emergency 
Economic Powers Act, 50 U.S.C. 1703(c), a 
six-month periodic report on the national 
emergency with respect to Belarus that was 
declared in Executive Order 13405 of June 16, 
2006; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

7855. A letter from the Staff Director, Com-
mission on Civil Rights, transmitting notifi-
cation that the Commission recently ap-
pointed members to the Ohio Advisory Com-
mittee; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

7856. A letter from the Secretary, Depart-
ment of Health and Human Services, trans-
mitting a petition filed on behalf of workers 
from the Canoga Avenue facility, Los Ange-
les County, California, to be added to the 
Special Exposure Cohort (SEC), pursuant to 
the Energy Employees Occupational Illness 
Compensation Program Act of 2000; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

7857. A letter from the Paralegal Spe-
cialist, Department of Transportation, trans-
mitting the Department’s final rule — IFR 
Altitudes; Miscellaneous Amendments 
[Docket No.: 30722; Amdt. No. 487] received 
May 24, 2010, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure. 

7858. A letter from the Paralegal Spe-
cialist, Department of Transportation, trans-
mitting the Department’s final rule — Air-
worthiness Directives; Bombardier, Inc. 
Model DHC-8-400 Series Airplanes [Docket 

No.: FAA-2010-0435; Directorate Identifier 
2010-NM-084-AD; Amendment 39-16283; AD 
2010-10-04] (RIN: 2120-AA64) received May 24, 
2010, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the 
Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure. 

7859. A letter from the Paralegal Spe-
cialist, Department of Transportation, trans-
mitting the Department’s final rule — 
Amendment of Class E Airspace; 
Emmetsburg, IA [Docket No.: FAA-2009-1153; 
Airspace Docket No. 09-ACE-13] received 
May 24, 2010, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure. 

7860. A letter from the Paralegal Spe-
cialist, Department of Transportation, trans-
mitting the Department’s final rule — 
Amendment of Class E Airspace; Mapleton, 
IA [Docket No.: FAA-2009-1155; Airspace 
Docket No. 09-ACE-14] received Paralegal 
Specialist, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); 
to the Committee on Transportation and In-
frastructure. 

f 

PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 2 of rule XII, public 
bills and resolutions of the following 
titles were introduced and severally re-
ferred, as follows: 

By Mr. PASCRELL (for himself, Mr. 
KING of New York, Mr. THOMPSON of 
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Mississippi, Ms. CLARKE, and Mr. 
DANIEL E. LUNGREN of California): 

H.R. 5498. A bill to enhance homeland secu-
rity by improving efforts to prevent, deter, 
prepare for, detect, attribute, respond to, 
and recover from an attack with a weapon of 
mass destruction, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on Homeland Security, and 
in addition to the Committees on Energy and 
Commerce, Agriculture, Transportation and 
Infrastructure, Foreign Affairs, and Intel-
ligence (Permanent Select), for a period to 
be subsequently determined by the Speaker, 
in each case for consideration of such provi-
sions as fall within the jurisdiction of the 
committee concerned. 

By Mr. MICA (for himself, Mr. YOUNG 
of Alaska, Mr. PETRI, Mr. COBLE, Mr. 
DUNCAN, Mr. EHLERS, Mrs. CAPITO, 
Mr. WESTMORELAND, Mrs. MILLER of 
Michigan, Mr. CAO, Mr. PUTNAM, Mr. 
GRAVES, Mr. SHUSTER, and Mr. FLEM-
ING): 

H.R. 5499. A bill to amend the Oil Pollution 
Act of 1990 to authorize advances from Oil 
Spill Liability Trust Fund for the Deepwater 
Horizon oil spill; to the Committee on Trans-
portation and Infrastructure, and in addition 
to the Committee on the Budget, for a period 
to be subsequently determined by the Speak-
er, in each case for consideration of such pro-
visions as fall within the jurisdiction of the 
committee concerned. 

By Mr. DOYLE: 
H.R. 5500. A bill to establish the Steel In-

dustry National Historic Site in the State of 
Pennsylvania; to the Committee on Natural 
Resources. 

By Mr. KING of New York (for himself, 
Mr. PENCE, Mrs. MCMORRIS RODGERS, 
Mr. SMITH of Texas, Mr. MCKEON, Mr. 
SESSIONS, Mr. ROGERS of Alabama, 
Mr. GOHMERT, Mr. TIAHRT, Mr. 
FRANKS of Arizona, Mr. BUCHANAN, 
Mr. LATTA, Mr. CHAFFETZ, Mr. 
HUNTER, Mr. MILLER of Florida, Mr. 
CULBERSON, Mrs. BLACKBURN, Mrs. 
BACHMANN, Mr. ROSKAM, Mr. AUS-
TRIA, Mr. OLSON, Mr. BROUN of Geor-
gia, Mr. POSEY, Mr. BILIRAKIS, Mr. 
CAMPBELL, Mrs. MILLER of Michigan, 
Mr. DANIEL E. LUNGREN of California, 
Mr. LEE of New York, Mr. CARTER, 
Mr. MCCLINTOCK, Mr. COBLE, Mr. WIL-
SON of South Carolina, Mr. BURTON of 
Indiana, Mr. LEWIS of California, Mr. 
CALVERT, Mr. GALLEGLY, Mr. TERRY, 
Mr. KIRK, and Mr. BISHOP of Utah): 

H.R. 5501. A bill to prohibit United States 
participation on the United Nations Human 
Rights Council (UNHRC) and prohibit con-
tributions to the United Nations for the pur-
pose of paying for any United Nations inves-
tigation into the flotilla incident; to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. MAFFEI (for himself, Mrs. 
MALONEY, and Mrs. MCCARTHY of New 
York): 

H.R. 5502. A bill to amend the effective 
date of the gift card provisions of the Credit 
Card Accountability Responsibility and Dis-
closure Act of 2009; to the Committee on Fi-
nancial Services. 

By Mr. CONYERS (for himself, Mr. 
MELANCON, Mr. NADLER of New York, 
Ms. JACKSON LEE of Texas, Ms. WA-
TERS, Mr. COHEN, Mr. JOHNSON of 
Georgia, Ms. CHU, Mr. DEUTCH, Mr. 
WEINER, Ms. LINDA T. SÁNCHEZ of 
California, and Mr. BRALEY of Iowa): 

H.R. 5503. A bill to revise laws regarding li-
ability in certain civil actions arising from 
maritime incidents, and for other purposes; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary, and in 
addition to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure, for a period to be 
subsequently determined by the Speaker, in 
each case for consideration of such provi-

sions as fall within the jurisdiction of the 
committee concerned. 

By Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California 
(for himself, Mrs. MCCARTHY of New 
York, Mr. PLATTS, Mr. POLIS, Mr. 
COURTNEY, Ms. CHU, Mr. LOEBSACK, 
Mr. MCGOVERN, Mr. SESTAK, Ms. 
TITUS, Mr. HOLT, Mr. TONKO, Ms. 
FUDGE, Mr. WU, Mr. HINOJOSA, Mrs. 
CAPPS, Mr. PIERLUISI, Mr. SABLAN, 
Mr. KILDEE, Mrs. DAVIS of California, 
Mr. PAYNE, Mr. GRIJALVA, Mr. 
KUCINICH, Mr. ANDREWS, Mr. HARE, 
Ms. CLARKE, Ms. HIRONO, Mr. BISHOP 
of New York, Ms. SHEA-PORTER, Ms. 
WOOLSEY, and Mr. SCOTT of Virginia): 

H.R. 5504. A bill to reauthorize child nutri-
tion programs, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Education and Labor, and in 
addition to the Committee on the Budget, 
for a period to be subsequently determined 
by the Speaker, in each case for consider-
ation of such provisions as fall within the ju-
risdiction of the committee concerned. 

By Mr. BURGESS: 
H.R. 5505. A bill to authorize the Secretary 

of Energy to establish monetary prizes for 
achievements in designing and proposing nu-
clear energy used fuel alternatives; to the 
Committee on Science and Technology, and 
in addition to the Committee on Ways and 
Means, for a period to be subsequently deter-
mined by the Speaker, in each case for con-
sideration of such provisions as fall within 
the jurisdiction of the committee concerned. 

By Mr. CONNOLLY of Virginia (for 
himself and Mr. POLIS): 

H.R. 5506. A bill to amend the Outer Conti-
nental Shelf Lands Act to require that treat-
ment of the issuance of any exploration 
plans, development production plans, devel-
opment operation coordination documents, 
and lease sales required under Federal law 
for offshore drilling activity on the outer 
Continental Shelf as a major Federal action 
significantly affecting the quality of the 
human environment for the purposes of the 
National Environmental Policy Act of 1969, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Natural Resources. 

By Mr. HELLER: 
H.R. 5507. A bill to require the Secretary of 

Defense to identify areas on military instal-
lations and certain other properties as ac-
ceptable, unacceptable, or unassessed regard-
ing their suitability for placement of geo-
thermal, wind, solar photovoltaic, or solar 
thermal trough systems, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Armed Services. 

By Mr. HELLER: 
H.R. 5508. A bill to provide for the develop-

ment of solar pilot project areas on public 
land in Lincoln County, Nevada; to the Com-
mittee on Natural Resources. 

By Mr. HOLDEN (for himself and Mr. 
GOODLATTE): 

H.R. 5509. A bill to support efforts to re-
duce pollution of the Chesapeake Bay water-
shed and to verify that reductions in pollu-
tion have been achieved, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Transportation 
and Infrastructure, and in addition to the 
Committee on Agriculture, for a period to be 
subsequently determined by the Speaker, in 
each case for consideration of such provi-
sions as fall within the jurisdiction of the 
committee concerned. 

By Ms. KAPTUR: 
H.R. 5510. A bill to amend the Emergency 

Economic Stabilization Act of 2008 to allow 
amounts under the Troubled Assets Relief 
Program to be used to provide legal assist-
ance to homeowners to avoid foreclosure; to 
the Committee on Financial Services. 

By Mr. MARSHALL: 
H.R. 5511. A bill to amend the Federal De-

posit Insurance Act to codify the Trans-
action Account Guarantee Program of the 

Federal Deposit Insurance Corporation; to 
the Committee on Financial Services. 

By Mr. PERRIELLO: 
H.R. 5512. A bill to expand the boundary of 

Booker T. Washington National Monument, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Natural Resources. 

By Ms. PINGREE of Maine: 
H.R. 5513. A bill to amend the Outer Conti-

nental Shelf Lands Act to require payment 
of royalty on all oil and gas saved, removed, 
sold, or discharged under a lease under that 
Act, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Natural Resources. 

By Mr. POSEY: 
H.R. 5514. A bill to require State govern-

ments to submit fiscal accounting reports as 
a condition to the receipt of Federal finan-
cial assistance, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on Oversight and Govern-
ment Reform. 

By Mr. SENSENBRENNER: 
H.R. 5515. A bill to amend the Federal 

Power Act to establish a regional trans-
mission planning process, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Energy and Com-
merce. 

By Mr. STEARNS: 
H.R. 5516. A bill to amend title 38, United 

States Code, to provide for certain require-
ments relating to the immunization of vet-
erans, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Veterans’ Affairs. 

By Mr. STEARNS: 
H.R. 5517. A bill to amend title 13, United 

States Code, to require that the question-
naire used in a decennial census of popu-
lation shall include an inquiry regarding an 
individual’s status as a veteran, a spouse of 
a veteran, or a dependent of a veteran, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Oversight and Government Reform, and in 
addition to the Committee on Veterans’ Af-
fairs, for a period to be subsequently deter-
mined by the Speaker, in each case for con-
sideration of such provisions as fall within 
the jurisdiction of the committee concerned. 

By Ms. TITUS (for herself, Mr. HELLER, 
Mr. FRANKS of Arizona, Ms. GIF-
FORDS, and Ms. BERKLEY): 

H.R. 5518. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to allow the energy invest-
ment tax credit and the credit for residential 
energy efficient property with respect to 
natural gas heat pumps; to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mrs. MCMORRIS RODGERS (for 
herself, Mr. REICHERT, Mr. SMITH of 
Washington, Mr. LARSEN of Wash-
ington, and Mr. HASTINGS of Wash-
ington): 

H. Con. Res. 285. Concurrent resolution rec-
ognizing the important role that fathers play 
in the lives of their children and families and 
supporting the goals and ideals of desig-
nating 2010 as the Year of the Father; to the 
Committee on Education and Labor. 

By Mr. BACA: 
H. Res. 1430. A resolution honoring and sa-

luting golf legend Juan Antonio ‘‘Chi Chi’’ 
Rodriguez for his commitment to Latino 
youth programs of the Congressional His-
panic Caucus Institute; to the Committee on 
Education and Labor. 

By Mr. FILNER (for himself, Ms. JACK-
SON LEE of Texas, and Mr. ROHR-
ABACHER): 

H. Res. 1431. A resolution calling for an end 
to the violence, unlawful arrests, torture, 
and ill treatment perpetrated against Ira-
nian citizens, as well as the unconditional 
release of all political prisoners in Iran; to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. HEINRICH: 
H. Res. 1432. A resolution honoring the 

State of New Mexico on the passage of the 
Hispanic Education Act; to the Committee 
on Education and Labor. 

VerDate Mar 15 2010 03:20 Oct 09, 2010 Jkt 089060 PO 00000 Frm 00054 Fmt 4634 Sfmt 0634 E:\RECORD10\RECFILES\H10JN0.REC H10JN0m
m

ah
er

 o
n 

D
S

K
69

S
O

Y
B

1P
R

O
D

 w
ith

 C
O

N
G

-R
E

C
-O

N
LI

N
E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE H4387 June 10, 2010 
By Mr. JONES (for himself, Ms. MAR-

KEY of Colorado, Mr. WHITFIELD, and 
Mr. LOEBSACK): 

H. Res. 1433. A resolution expressing sup-
port for designation of September 2010 as 
Blood Cancer Awareness Month; to the Com-
mittee on Energy and Commerce. 

By Mr. GARY G. MILLER of California 
(for himself, Mr. CHILDERS, Mr. BACA, 
Mr. CASTLE, Mr. HINOJOSA, Mr. DAVIS 
of Kentucky, Mr. CALVERT, and Mr. 
GERLACH): 

H. Res. 1434. A resolution recognizing Na-
tional Homeownership Month and the impor-
tance of homeownership in the United 
States; to the Committee on Financial Serv-
ices. 

f 

MEMORIALS 

Under clause 4 of rule XXII, memo-
rials were presented and referred as fol-
lows: 

304. The SPEAKER presented a memorial 
of the House of Representatives of the State 
of Florida, relative to House Memorial 227 
urging the Congress to preserve the author-
ity of the Governor to retain command and 
control of the Florida National Guard; to the 
Committee on Armed Services. 

305. Also, a memorial of the Senate of the 
State of Florida, relative to Senate Memo-
rial 944 requesting that the United States 
Congress direct that one of the retiring space 
shuttle orbiters be preserved and placed on 
permanent display at the Kennedy Space 
Center; to the Committee on Science and 
Technology. 

f 

ADDITIONAL SPONSORS 

Under clause 7 of rule XII, sponsors 
were added to public bills and resolu-
tions as follows: 

H.R. 179: Mr. GARAMENDI. 
H.R. 197: Mr. CRITZ. 
H.R. 213: Mr. HELLER. 
H.R. 275: Mr. TERRY. 
H.R. 442: Mr. PERRIELLO and Mr. CRITZ. 
H.R. 510: Mr. POMEROY. 
H.R. 564: Mr. POLIS. 
H.R. 615: Mr. SIRES. 
H.R. 758: Mr. KUCINICH. 
H.R. 775: Mr. ROGERS of Michigan. 
H.R. 816: Mr. CRITZ. 
H.R. 881: Mr. MCCLINTOCK and Mr. SCHOCK. 
H.R. 930: Mrs. BONO MACK. 
H.R. 1034: Mr. SABLAN. 
H.R. 1036: Ms. RICHARDSON. 
H.R. 1132: Mr. CRITZ. 
H.R. 1205: Mrs. DAVIS of California and Mr. 

NYE. 
H.R. 1255: Mr. CALVERT and Mr. WESTMORE-

LAND. 
H.R. 1351: Mr. ROGERS of Kentucky, Mr. 

GARAMENDI, Mr. TERRY, and Mr. STARK. 
H.R. 1587: Mr. CRITZ. 
H.R. 1621: Mr. CALVERT. 
H.R. 1625: Ms. ESHOO and Mr. MORAN of Vir-

ginia. 
H.R. 1751: Mr. PIERLUISI. 
H.R. 1829: Mrs. DAHLKEMPER. 
H.R. 2057: Mr. STARK. 
H.R. 2103: Mr. PERRIELLO. 
H.R. 2105: Mr. RUPPERSBERGER. 
H.R. 2106: Mr. RUPPERSBERGER. 
H.R. 2176: Ms. RICHARDSON and Mr. COHEN. 
H.R. 2275: Mr. ROTHMAN of New Jersey, Mr. 

MAFFEI, and Mr. BOUCHER. 
H.R. 2287: Mr. UPTON. 
H.R. 2296: Mr. DREIER and Mr. CRITZ. 
H.R. 2298: Mr. HIGGINS. 
H.R. 2328: Mr. BLUMENAUER. 
H.R. 2363: Mr. GRAYSON. 
H.R. 2425: Mr. MCCOTTER, Ms. SCHAKOWSKY, 

and Mr. GORDON of Tennessee. 

H.R. 2443: Mr. SCHOCK. 
H.R. 2492: Mr. HARE. 
H.R. 2534: Ms. HERSETH SANDLIN. 
H.R. 2575: Mr. COHEN. 
H.R. 2625: Mr. HINCHEY. 
H.R. 2782: Mr. DUNCAN. 
H.R. 2906: Mr. BOREN. 
H.R. 2979: Mr. KUCINICH and Mr. GRIJALVA. 
H.R. 3100: Ms. DEGETTE. 
H.R. 3116: Mr. SCHAUER. 
H.R. 3151: Mr. TERRY and Mr. SMITH of 

Washington. 
H.R. 3286: Mr. ARCURI. 
H.R. 3301: Mr. OWENS, Mr. DONNELLY of In-

diana, Mr. GRAVES, Mr. MARSHALL, and Ms. 
HERSETH SANDLIN. 

H.R. 3355: Mr. TIM MURPHY of Pennsylvania 
and Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. 

H.R. 3359: Mr. MOORE of Kansas, Mr. GON-
ZALEZ, Mr. LUJÁN, Mr. CUELLAR, Mr. WAX-
MAN, Ms. DEGETTE, Mr. KIND, Mr. AL GREEN 
of Texas, Mr. NADLER of New York, Mr. 
CAPUANO, Mrs. CAPPS, Mr. TOWNS, Mr. AN-
DREWS, Mr. STARK, Mr. VAN HOLLEN, Ms. 
KOSMAS, Ms. KAPTUR, Mr. ROTHMAN of New 
Jersey, Mr. KANJORSKI, Mr. BRADY of Penn-
sylvania, Mr. WEINER, Mr. HASTINGS of Flor-
ida, Ms. CORRINE BROWN of Florida, Mr. 
OBERSTAR, Ms. WATSON, Mr. JACKSON of Illi-
nois, Mr. CARSON of Indiana, Mr. KENNEDY, 
Mr. GRAYSON, Mr. CUMMINGS, Mr. TONKO, Mr. 
SALAZAR, Mr. CARDOZA, Mr. SABLAN, and Mr. 
ORTIZ. 

H.R. 3408: Mr. OBERSTAR and Mr. BOCCIERI. 
H.R. 3457: Mr. ORTIZ. 
H.R. 3668: Mr. GRAYSON, Ms. CHU, Mr. SHER-

MAN, Mr. YARMUTH, Mr. PUTNAM, Mr. CAR-
NEY, Mr. BUTTERFIELD, Ms. SPEIER, and Mr. 
CHAFFETZ. 

H.R. 3716: Mr. BOUCHER and Mr. GENE 
GREEN of Texas. 

H.R. 3724: Mr. CARTER. 
H.R. 3790: Mr. BERRY. 
H.R. 3989: Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. 
H.R. 3995: Mr. LIPINSKI and Mr. PATRICK J. 

MURPHY of Pennsylvania. 
H.R. 4099: Mr. POLIS. 
H.R. 4128: Mr. WU and Ms. HIRONO. 
H.R. 4195: Mr. MCNERNEY, Ms. RICHARDSON, 

and Mrs. MALONEY. 
H.R. 4278: Mr. LUETKEMEYER. 
H.R. 4302: Mr. ORTIZ. 
H.R. 4329: Mr. CONNOLLY of Virginia. 
H.R. 4343: Mr. PIERLUISI. 
H.R. 4399: Mr. POLIS. 
H.R. 4402: Mr. PIERLUISI. 
H.R. 4555: Mr. COURTNEY and Mr. MURPHY 

of Connecticut. 
H.R. 4568: Mr. TEAGUE. 
H.R. 4594: Mr. BRALEY of Iowa, Mr. ACKER-

MAN, Mr. RAHALL, Mr. WAXMAN, and Mr. 
JOHNSON of Georgia. 

H.R. 4682: Ms. LEE of California. 
H.R. 4684: Mr. LUETKEMEYER, Mr. BLUNT, 

Ms. JENKINS, Mr. LEVIN, Mr. MCINTYRE, Mr. 
SHIMKUS, Mr. SMITH of Washington, and Mr. 
GALLEGLY. 

H.R. 4709: Mr. COHEN. 
H.R. 4751: Mr. RAHALL. 
H.R. 4771: Mr. PAYNE, Mr. RANGEL, and Ms. 

HIRONO. 
H.R. 4772: Mr. RYAN of Ohio. 
H.R. 4785: Mr. DAVIS of Illinois, Mr. 

HASTINGS of Florida, and Mr. MCINTYRE. 
H.R. 4787: Mr. COLE and Mr. BLUMENAUER. 
H.R. 4788: Mrs. NAPOLITANO and Mr. FOS-

TER. 
H.R. 4796: Mr. COHEN. 
H.R. 4879: Mr. COHEN, Ms. MATSUI, Mr. 

GEORGE MILLER of California, Mr. FATTAH, 
and Ms. HARMAN. 

H.R. 4886: Mr. WALZ. 
H.R. 4914: Mr. THOMPSON of California and 

Mr. SABLAN. 
H.R. 4925: Ms. RICHARDSON and Mr. STARK. 
H.R. 4926: Ms. CORRINE BROWN of Florida, 

Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN, Ms. CASTOR of Florida, 
Ms. RICHARDSON, Mr. BISHOP of Georgia, and 
Mr. MURPHY of Connecticut. 

H.R. 4937: Mr. WU. 
H.R. 4958: Ms. CHU. 
H.R. 4959: Mr. PRICE of North Carolina and 

Mr. SMITH of Washington. 
H.R. 4971: Mr. BLUMENAUER, Mr. CONYERS, 

Ms. WATERS, Ms. SLAUGHTER, Mr. CLYBURN, 
Mr. CAO, Mr. MCDERMOTT, Mr. BUTTERFIELD, 
Ms. JACKSON LEE of Texas, Ms. RICHARDSON, 
Mr. LEWIS of Georgia, and Mr. SCOTT of Vir-
ginia. 

H.R. 4993: Ms. MOORE of Wisconsin. 
H.R. 4995: Mr. MCCAUL. 
H.R. 5012: Mr. COHEN. 
H.R. 5034: Mr. BOYD and Mr. KLEIN of Flor-

ida. 
H.R. 5066: Mr. BROUN of Georgia. 
H.R. 5078: Mr. PETERS. 
H.R. 5081: Mr. MEEK of Florida. 
H.R. 5111: Mr. BROUN of Georgia, Mr. TIM 

MURPHY of Pennsylvania, Mr. POSEY, and Mr. 
SKELTON. 

H.R. 5117: Mr. HONDA, Mr. ROTHMAN of New 
Jersey, Mr. LEWIS of Georgia, Mr. WU, Ms. 
CLARKE, and Mr. NADLER of New York. 

H.R. 5126: Mr. BROUN of Georgia. 
H.R. 5141: Mr. LATOURETTE and Mrs. 

CAPITO. 
H.R. 5142: Mr. YARMUTH. 
H.R. 5143: Mrs. CHRISTENSEN. 
H.R. 5156: Mr. POLIS. 
H.R. 5157: Mr. DAVIS of Tennessee. 
H.R. 5159: Ms. WOOLSEY. 
H.R. 5177: Mr. BURGESS. 
H.R. 5191: Mr. HONDA. 
H.R. 5192: Mr. COFFMAN of Colorado. 
H.R. 5214: Mr. PERLMUTTER, Mr. POLIS, and 

Mr. COURTNEY. 
H.R. 5258: Mr. MAFFEI. 
H.R. 5289: Mr. ELLISON, Ms. NORTON, Ms. 

ZOE LOFGREN of California, and Mr. POLIS. 
H.R. 5313: Ms. GINNY BROWN-WAITE of Flor-

ida. 
H.R. 5324: Mr. BERMAN and Mr. ELLISON. 
H.R. 5355: Mr. HINCHEY and Mr. CARNAHAN. 
H.R. 5358: Mr. HOLT. 
H.R. 5400: Mr. NYE. 
H.R. 5409: Mr. KISSELL. 
H.R. 5412: Ms. GINNY BROWN-WAITE of Flor-

ida. 
H.R. 5425: Mr. LAMBORN, Mrs. MCMORRIS 

RODGERS, and Mr. KINGSTON. 
H.R. 5426: Mr. SKELTON. 
H.R. 5430: Mr. GRIJALVA. 
H.R. 5431: Mr. KIND. 
H.R. 5434: Mr. HALL of New York. 
H.R. 5449: Ms. SCHAKOWSKY. 
H.R. 5457: Mr. TOWNS and Mr. SPACE. 
H.R. 5481: Ms. WOOLSEY, Ms. DELAURO, Mr. 

LANGEVIN, and Mr. INSLEE. 
H.R. 5487: Ms. MCCOLLUM and Ms. RICHARD-

SON. 
H. Con. Res. 40: Mr. CRITZ. 
H. Con. Res. 200: Mr. ROSKAM. 
H. Con. Res. 259: Mr. ACKERMAN. 
H. Con. Res. 266: Mr. SIMPSON and Ms. 

SPEIER. 
H. Con. Res. 281: Mr. GINGREY of Georgia, 

Mr. BROWN of South Carolina, Mr. BRADY of 
Texas, and Mr. MARCHANT. 

H. Con. Res. 283: Mr. OWENS. 
H. Res. 173: Mrs. DAHLKEMPER, Mr. CRITZ, 

Mr. LIPINSKI, and Mr. MITCHELL. 
H. Res. 363: Mr. PAYNE. 
H. Res. 536: Mr. ISRAEL. 
H. Res. 546: Mr. HASTINGS of Florida and 

Mr. COOPER. 
H. Res. 633: Mr. RUSH and Ms. RICHARDSON. 
H. Res. 771: Mr. ROGERS of Alabama, Mr. 

CALVERT, Mr. RUSH, Mr. PLATTS, Mr. BART-
LETT, Mr. AKIN, Ms. SCHWARTZ, Ms. BALDWIN, 
and Ms. TITUS. 

H. Res. 953: Ms. SCHAKOWSKY, Ms. BALDWIN, 
Mr. INGLIS, Mr. CAO, Mr. PITTS, Mr. ELLISON, 
and Mr. SHULER. 

H. Res. 1035: Mr. TIERNEY. 
H. Res. 1207: Mr. SABLAN, Mr. ORTIZ, Mr. 

BOSWELL, and Mr. BISHOP of Georgia. 
H. Res. 1217: Mr. CARNEY. 
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H. Res. 1241: Mr. LEE of New York. 
H. Res. 1302: Mr. SPACE. 
H. Res. 1309: Mr. YOUNG of Florida. 
H. Res. 1359: Mr. PETERS, Mr. HONDA, Mr. 

GRAYSON, Mr. ROTHMAN of New Jersey, Mr. 
POLIS, Mr. HOLT, Ms. SCHAKOWSKY, Ms. KIL-
ROY, Ms. HARMAN, Mr. MORAN of Virginia, 
Mr. INGLIS, and Mr. CONNOLLY of Virginia. 

H. Res. 1374: Mr. SCHOCK. 
H. Res. 1375: Ms. RICHARDSON, Ms. SUTTON, 

Mr. STARK, and Mr. GRIJALVA. 
H. Res. 1379: Mr. POMEROY and Mr. DANIEL 

E. LUNGREN of California. 
H. Res. 1390: Mr. MORAN of Virginia and Mr. 

STARK. 
H. Res. 1393: Mr. KENNEDY and Mr. 

MCNERNEY. 
H. Res. 1394: Mr. GALLEGLY and Mrs. MIL-

LER of Michigan. 
H. Res. 1398: Mr. STARK. 
H. Res. 1401: Mr. TEAGUE and Ms. PINGREE 

of Maine. 

H. Res. 1402: Mr. OBERSTAR, Mr. HARE, and 
Mr. LEE of New York. 

H. Res. 1406: Mr. BROUN of Georgia and Mr. 
CHAFFETZ. 

H. Res. 1407: Mr. LANCE, Mr. GERLACH, Mr. 
WAMP, Mrs. MYRICK, Ms. GINNY BROWN-WAITE 
of Florida, Mr. DENT, Mr. SHIMKUS, and Mr. 
CASTLE. 

H. Res. 1414: Mr. GUTIERREZ. 
H. Res. 1428: Ms. DELAURO. 

f 

PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 3 of rule XII, petitions 
and papers were laid on the clerk’s 
desk and referred as follows: 

141. The SPEAKER presented a petition of 
City of Miami Beach, Florida, relative to 
Resolution No. 2010-27379 urging the Presi-
dent and the Congress of the United States 

to Adopt the Military Readiness Enhance-
ment Act of 2009 (H.R. 1283); to the Com-
mittee on Armed Services. 

142. Also, a petition of City and County of 
Honolulu, Hawaii, relative to Resolution 10- 
56, CD1 urging the United States Congress to 
support a final version of the Native Hawai-
ian Government Reorganization Act; to the 
Committee on Natural Resources. 

143. Also, a petition of American Bar Asso-
ciation, Illinois, relative to Resolution 102E 
urging federal, state, territorial, and local 
governments to expand as appropriate in 
light of security and safety concerns, initia-
tives that facilitate contact and communica-
tion between parents in correctional custody 
and their children; jointly to the Commit-
tees on the Judiciary, Education and Labor, 
and Ways and Means. 
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